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ERIK P. SMiTH, Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-9110 
ISS: #5008 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
ERIK P SMITH 
10= 0 I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 




) Case No. CR-08-2473 
) 







COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant, COREY REID, by and through 
his attorney of record, ERIK P. SMITH, and hereby submits the attached proposed 
Jury Instructions. ( 
DATED this f day of May, 2009. 
Erik P Smith, A omey for Defendant 
DEFENDANTS PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTION - 1 
202 
PAGE 81/05 
05/ 12009 09: 41 1.0 ERIk P SMITH PAGE 02/05 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument 
was: 
U Hand Delivered 
U Mailed, postage prepaid thereon 
ffiFaxed: (208) 753-8351 
to the following interested party on this J day of May, 2009: 
Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney 
Shoshone County 
700 Bank Street 
Wallace, 10 83873 
Lora Henderson 
DEFENDANT'S PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTION· 2 
203 
b~/14/2~~~ 18:35 288·· r 10 mIK F StHTI-l PAtiE 1:15/1 C1 
DEFENDANT'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTION NO. 
If your unanimous verdict is that the defendant is not guilty of murder in tile 
second degree, you must acquit him of that charge. In that event, you must next 
consider the included offense of accessory to murder. 








28875 . ERIK P SMITH 
DEFENDANT'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTION NO-
A person who knows a felony was committed, and willfully conceals It from 
a peace officer or harbors and protects the person charged with or convicted 
thereof, is guilty as an accessory 
I.e § 18-205 
District Judge 
Given I 





14/ LUfJ:J If::l: :35 ERIK P SHITH 
DEFENDANT'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTION NO. 
If your unanimous verdict is that the defendant is not guilty of murder in the 
first degree, you must acquit him of that charge. In that event, you must next 
consider the incfuded offense of murder in the second degree. 








05/~009 11:49 20875 ERIK P SMITH 
DEFENDANT'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTION NO. 
In every crime or public offense there must exist a union or joint operation 
of act and intent 








05/07!2009 09:41 208 10 ERIK P SMITH PAGE f33/0E, 
DEFENDANT'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTION NO. 
Do not concern yourself with the subject of penalty or punishment. That 
subject must not in any way affect your verdict. If you find the defendant guilty, it 









ERIK P. SMITH, Attomey at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-9110 
ISS: #5008 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
ERIk P SMITH PAGE EJl/82 
2009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 










COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant, by and through his attorney 
of record, ERIK P. SMITH, and hereby withdraws any dispute regarding the 
existence of the following facts: 
1. That on or about the 4th day of August, 2008, 
2. in the County of Shoshone, State of Idaho, 
3. Jon Allen Kienholz, Jr., willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, with 
premeditation and with malice, 
4. did kill and murder Neil Howard and Cynthia Bewick. 
Dated this ~ day of May, 2009. 
$---
Erik P. Smith. ~r Def~~dant 
NOTICE OF INDISPUTED FACTS - 1 
209 
f1 87/28139 12:45 288 '8 ERIK P SMITH PAGE 02/02 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument 
was, 
U Hand Delivered 
U Mailed, postage prepaid thereon 
ffiFaxed: (208) 753-8351 
to the following interested party on this 7.. day of May, 2009: 
Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney 
Shoshone County 
700 Bank Street 
Wallace, ID 83873 
Lora Henderson 
NOTICE OF INDISPUTED FACTS - 2 
210 
OFFICE OF PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VAL SIEGEL, Prosecuting Attorney 
KEISHA L. OXENDINE, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
700 Bank Street, Suite 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Phone: (208) 752-11 06 
Fax:(208) 753-8351 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND F9R THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
v.s. 









TO: THE HONORABLE FRED GIBLER 
No. CR-2008-2473 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
JURY INSTRUCTIONS AND 
VERDICTS 
Herewithin is submitted Plaintiff's proposed Jury Instructions and Verdicts in the above-
entitled case. 
Dated this __ day of May, 2009. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 




I certify that a copy of th,e foregoing document was provided to the following party in the 
<r1/; following manner on this / 'I f day of May, 2009: 
Erik P. Smith 
Attorney for Defendant 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
J 










2. PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS AND VERDICTS 
212 
Jkp05:07:01) 
OFFICE OF PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VAL SIEGEL, Prosecuting Attorney 
KEISHA L. OXENDINE, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
700 Bank Street, Suite 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Phone: (208) 752-1106 
Fax:(208) 753-8351 
200Q I~H _"7 p~ r"." ',.k." • l;; -' I ill ii, I U L,_! 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 






OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S 
NOTICE OF UNDISPUTED 
FACTS 
COMES NOW, Val Siegel, Shoshone County Prosecuting Attorney, and hereby objects to the 
defendant's Notice of Undisputed Facts and gives notice of the State's intention to reject any pro 
offered stipulation thereon and to elicit evidence on the facts and conclusions of Jaw set fOlih in the 
defendant's notice. The State relies upon the authority of US. v Brickey, 426 F.2d 680; US. v 
Mishkin, 317 F.2d 634; and Pan v U S, 255 F.2d 86. 
Dated this 
~J L.t 
'. day of May, 2009, 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 




I certify that a copy ofJ:he foregoing document was provided to the following party in the 
following manner on this ~/J-l; day of May, 2009: 
Erik Smith 
Attorney for Defendant 
602 Cedar Street #223 










2. OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S NOTICE OF UNDISPUTED FACTS 
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Jkp(51)709 
Md~ 15 2008 2: 34PM 'E HAMBLEN LLP .646338 
SCOT D. NASS 
PAINE HAMBLEl\, LLP 
701 Front Avenue, Suite 101 
P.O. Box E 
Coeur d' Alene, ID 83816-0328 
Telephone: (208) 664-8115 
Facsimile: (208) 664"6338 
rSBA# 4555 
2009 Y 15 PH 3= 4 1 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 




)Case No. CR 2008-2473 
) 
) MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
)OF THE TESTIMONY OF HIRAM 





Defendant, Hiram Wayne Wilson, by and through his attorney of record Scot D. Nass, 
moves the court for a protective order as to the testimony of the defendant Hiram Wayne Wilson 
in the trial ofeory SkU Reid, which testimony is scheduled for Monday, May 18,2009. 
This motion is made on the grounds that the undersigned is the only attorney working on 
the above matter and is scheduled to be in Distri~t Court in Bonner County on an unrelated trial 
McGillivray v. McGilhvray, case number CV 08-1858 in Sandpoint, ID in front of the 
Honorable Debra A. Heise, 1st set, at 9:30a,m., on the same date and time as defendant Corey 
Reid's counsel Erik Smith has scheduled HIram's testimony. 
{vlOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER OF THE T~J~ONY OF HIRAM WAYNE WILSON 
P.2 
Md~ 15 2008 2:34PM 'lE HRMBLEN LLP S646338 P.3 
This motion is funher made on the grounds that upon notification from defendant Corey 
Reid's counsel Erik Smith of his mtent to call as a witness Hiram Wayne Wilson, the 
undersigned's staff contacted defense coulliJel Erik Smith's office to inquire about rescheduling 
the testimony, given the scheduling conflict. Defense counsel Erik Smith has expressed an 
unwillingness to reschedule the matter to a time the undersigned is available. 
Additionally, the undersigned has informed Defendanfs counsel Erik Smith that the he 
would be available on the afternoon of Tuesday May 19th, 2009 to proceed with the testimony of 
Hiram Wayne Wilson. 
Furthermore this defendant, Hiram Wayne Wilson, by and through his attorney of record 
Scot D. Nass, moves the court for a protective order to disallow attorney Erik Smith to compel 
Hiram Wa.yne Wilson to testify in the trial of Corey Reid as counsel can not be in attendance. 
DATED this L2:day of May 2009. 
PAINE HAMBLEN, LLP 
~ 
SCOTD:"tss 
Attorney for Defenda.llt 
lVIOTION FOR PROTECTlVE ORDER OF THE TESTIMOI\I'OF HIRAM WAYNE WILSON - 2 
21(; 
Mi'I~ 15 2008 2: 34PM 'E HAMBLEN LLP 1 ,646338 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ay of May, 2009, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney 
Shoshone County Prosecuting Attorney's 
Office 
700 Bank Avenue, Suite 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Erik p, Smith 
Andrews Smith 
607 E, Lakeside Ave, 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
[J U.S. MAIL 
[] HAND DELIVERED 
[J OVERNIGHT MAIL 
[ ... K-ELECOPY (FAX) to: (208) 753·8351 
[] U.S. MAIL 
[J HAND DELIVERED 
[J OVERNIGHT MAIL 
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ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-9110 
LS.B.N. 5008 
Sl1oshone County Public Defender 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COREY SKII REID, 
Defendant. 
) Case No. CRF-08-2473 
) 
) 









COMES NOW, ttle above-named Defendant, COREY S, REID, by and 
through his attorney of record, ER!K P. SMITH, and hereby moves this Court, 
pursuant to I.C.R. 29, and I.C. § 19-2117,19-2123 for an Order of Acquittal. This 
Motion is based upon the following: 
I.e. § 19~2117. Testimony of accomplice - Corroboration. A 
conviction cannot be had on the testir'rJony of an accomplice, unless he is 
corroborated by other evidence, which in itself, and without the aid of the 
testimony of the accomplice, tends to connect the defendant with the commission 
of the offense, or the circumstances thereof. 
1. John Kienholz and Hiram VViison are accompiices. 
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUI1TAL _ +!18 
1 ,lUleJ'cl LIb: 1':1 
1 I:J tcYJf< I" Srlll, 
2 There is no evidence, other than the testimony of these accomplices, 
that tend to connect the Defendant with the commission of the crime of 
aiding and abetting a murder: 
a. The State failed to produce statements or confessions of the 
Defendant. 
b. The State failed to produce forensic evidence (for example, DNA 
evidence. fingerprints, etc.) connecting the Defendant to the crime 
scene, murder weapon, or automobile. 
c. The State failed to produce any other fact witness tending to 
connect the Defendant with the commission of aiding or abetting a 
murder. 
The Defendant requests the right to present oral argument on the 
record and in chambers on this Motion. 
DATED this -f$- day of May, 2009. ~n 
~~-~ 
1tj)1 if]} 
MOTION FOH JUDGMENT OF r,CQUITTAL -"- JJ 
ERIK P. SMITH 
Attorney for Defendant 
LUU/ 
.9ERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that true and correct copies of the foregoing were 
transmitted, May 1..8'-.,2009 by the following method, to: 
Val Siegel, Prosecutor 
700 Bank Street Ste 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OFc/!lfi;oIST. COURT 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSH~~E i{~~,~;:;,j>i--,j~::~:/t;<. 
STATE OF IDAHO, No. CR-2008-2473 ~l::=PH;I-
Plaintiff, 
v.s. VERDICT 
COREY SKI! REID, 
Defendant, 
We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our verdict, 
unanimously answer the questions submitted to us as follows: 
QUESTION NO.1: Is Corey Skii Reid guilty or not guilty of Aiding and Abetting 
Murder in the First Degree of Neil Howard? 
Not Guilty __ _ Gui I ty _--'--'--
If you unanimously answered Question No.1 "Guilty", then you must skip to Question 
No.3 and answer that question. If you unanimously answered Question No.1 "Not Guilty", then 
proceed to answer Question No.2. 
QUESTION NO.2: Is Corey Skii Reid guilty or not guilty of Aiding and Abetting 
Murder in the Second Degree of Neil Howard? 
Not Guilty --- Guilty __ _ 
If you unanimously answered Question No.2 "Guilty", then you must skip to Question No.3 
and answer that question. If you unanimously answered Question No. 2 "Not Guilty", then 
proceed to answer Question No.3. 
QUESTION NO.3: Is Corey Skii Reid guilty or not guilty of Aiding and Abetting 
Murder in the First Degree of Cynthia A. Bewick? 
Not Guilty __ _ Guilty --4---
If you unanimously answered Question No.3 "Guilty", then you must sign the verdict 
form and tell the bailiff you are done. If you unanimously answered Question No. 3 "Not 
Guilty", then proceed to answer Question No.4. 
QUESTION NO.4: Is Corey Skii Reid guilty or not guilty of Aiding and Abetting 
Murder in the Second Degree of Cynthia A. Bewick? 
280 
Not Guilty --- Guilty __ _ 
If you unanimously answered Question No.4 "Guilty" or "Not Guilty", then you must sign the 
verdict form and tell the bailiff you are done. 
PresKIing Officer / 
281 
OFFICE OF PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VAL SIEGEL, Prosecuting Attorney 
KEISHA L. OXENDINE, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
700 Bank Street, Suite 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Phone: (208) 752-1106 
Fax:(208) 753-8351 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, I No. CR-2008-2473 
v.s. 












Herewithin is submitted Plaintiff's Revised Requested Jury Instmctions in the above-
entitled case. 
',-k"L 
Dated this _-=-- Clay of May, 2009. 
VAL 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 




I certify that a copy of the foregoing document was provided to thc following party in the 
following manner on this day of May, 2009: 
Erik P. Smith 
Attorney for Defendant 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
Val Siegel 
Prosecuting Attorney 












2. PLAINTIFF'S REVISED REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS AND VERDICTS 
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Jkp:05: J 5:U0 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. \ 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that the defendant, COREY SKU REID, is charged in Count 
I with the crime of MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, alleged to have occurred as follows: That 
the defendant, COREY SKU REID, on or about the 4th day of August, 2008, in the County of 
Shoshone, State of Idaho, did willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, with malice aforethought and 
premeditation, encourage, plan and assist Jon Allen Kienholz Jr. in the killing of Neil Howard, a 
human being. To this charge the defendant has plead not guilty. 
Citation: Idaho Code Section 18-14001,02,03 









INSTRUCTION NO. ~ 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that the defendant, COREY SKU REID, is charged in Count 
II with the crime of MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, alleged to have occurred as follows: That 
the defendant, COREY SKU REID, on or about the 4th day of August, 2008, in the County of 
Shoshone, State of Idaho, did willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, with malice aforethought and 
premeditation, encourage, plan and assist Jon Allen Kienholz Jr. in the killing of Cynthia A. Bewick, 
a human being. To this charge the defendant has plead not guilty. 










INSTRUCTION NO. ~ 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Count I, Aiding and Abetting First Degree Murder, 
tile state must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about the 4th day of August, 2008; 
2. In the State of Idaho; 
3. Jon Allen Kienholz, Jr., did without justification or excuse, 
4. Willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, and 
5. With malice aforethought and premeditation, 
6. Kill Neil Howard, a human being, and 
7. The Defendant, COREY SKII REID, aided and abetted in the commission of the 
cnme. 
If the State has failed to prove any of the above, then you must find the defendant not guilty 
of murder. If you find that all the above have been proven beyond a reasonable doubt then you must 
find the defendant guilty of murder and decide ifthe defendant is guilty of first degree murder. 




MODIFIED: __ _ 
COVERED: ----




INSTRUCTION NO. ~ 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Count II, Aiding and Abetting First Degree Murder, the 
state must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about the 4th day of August, 2008; 
2. In the State ofIdaho; 
3. Jon Allen Kienholz, Jr., did without justification or excuse, 
4. Willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, and 
5. With malice aforethought and premeditation, 
6. Kill Cynthia Bewick, a human being, and 
7. The Defendant, COREY SKI! REID, aided and abetted in the commission of the 
cnme. 
If the State has failed to prove any of the above, then you must find the defendant not 
guilty of murder. If you find that all the above have been proven beyond a reasonable doubt then 











INSTRUCTION NO. t? 
Murder is the killing of a human being without legal justification or excuse and with malice 
aforethought. 









INSTRUCTION NO. ~ 
If you unanimously agree beyond a reasonable doubt that Jon Allen Kienholz is guilty of 
murder and you unanimously agree beyond a reasonable doubt that the state has proven that the 
murder was willful, deliberate, and premeditated, and you unanimously agree beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the defendant, COREY SKII REID, aided and abetted in the commission of 
the willful, deliberate, and premeditated murder, you must find the defendant, COREY SKU 
REID, guilty of Aiding and Abetting First Degree Murder. 
If you unanimously agree beyond a reasonable doubt that Jon Allen Kienholz is guilty of 
murder but you unanimously agree beyond a reasonable doubt that the state has not proven that 
the murder was willful, deliberate, and premeditated, and you unanimously agree beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the defendant, COREY SKII REID, aided and abetted in the commission of 
the murder, you must find the defendant, COREY SKII REID, guilty of Aiding and Abetting 






HONORABLE FRED M. GIBLER 
289 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. -{ 
An act is "wilful" or done "wilfully" when done on purpose. One can act wilfully without 
intending to violate the law, to injure another, or to acquire any advantage. 




COVERED: ___ _ 
HONORABLE FRED GIBLER 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
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Malice may be express or implied. 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. ~ 
Malice is express when there is manifested a deliberate intention unlawfully to kill a human 
being. 
Malice is implied when: 
1. The killing resulted from an intentional act, 
2. The natural consequences of the act are dangerous to human life, and 
3. The act was deliberately performed with knowledge of the danger to, and with 
conscious disregard for, human life. 
When it is shown that a killing resulted from the intentional doing of an act with express or 
implied malice, no other mental state need be shown to establish the mental state of malice 
aforethought. The mental state constituting malice aforethought does not necessarily require any ill 
will or hatred of the person killed. 
The word "aforethought" does not imply deliberation or the lapse of time. It only means 
that the malice must precede rather than follow the act. 











Premeditation means to consider beforehand whether to kill or not to kill, and then to 
decide to kill. There does not have to be any appreciable period of time during which the decision 
to kill was considered, as long as it was reflected upon before the decision was made. A mere 
unconsidered and rash impulse, even though it includes an intent to kill, is not premeditation. 
Citation: excerpt frmn ICJI 705 
GIVEN: V 
REFUSED ----
MODIFIED: __ _ 
COVERED: __ _ 




INSTRUCTION No.1 0 
All persons who participate in a crime either before or during its commission, by 
intentionally aiding, abetting, advising, hiring, counseling, procuring another to commit the crime 
with intent to promote or assist in its commission are guilty of the crime. All such participants are 
considered principals in the commission of the crime. The participation of each defendant in the 










INSTRUCTION NO. 1\ 
The law makes no distinction between a person who directly participates in the acts 
constituting a crime and a person who, either before or during its commission, intentionally aids, 
assists, facilitates, promotes, encourages, counsels, solicits, invites, helps or hires another to 
commit a crime with intent to promote or assist in its commission. Both can be found guilty of the 
crime. Mere presence at, knowledge of, acquiescence in, or silent consent to, the planning or 
commission of a crime is not sufficient to make one an accomplice. 
CITATION: ICJI~l 
GIVEN: V/ 
REFUSED ___ _ 
MODIFIED: __ _ 
~OVERED: ----





A person may not be found guilty based solely on the testimony of an accomplice. Jon 
Kienholz and Hiram Wilson may be considered accomplices. 
There must be evidence, other than testimony of an accomplice( s), that tends to connect the 
defendant with the commission of the crime. Such other evidence may be slight and need not be 
sufficient in and of itself to establish the defendant's guilt. It is not sufficient, however, if it merely 
shows that the crime was committed, and it must not come from the testimony of another 
accomplice( s). 
Statements of the defendant other than as testified to by an accomplice(s) are capable of 
providing corroboration. 





HONORABLE FRED M. GIBLER 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
ICJI 313 CORROBORATION OF ACCOMPLICE - Page J 
295 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. i ~ 
A person may not be found guilty based solely on the testimony of an accomplice. Jon 
Kienholz, Hiram Wilson, and Christan Purtill may be considered accomplices. 
There must be evidence, other than testimony of an accomplice(s), that tends to connect the 
defendant with the commission of the crime. Such other evidence may be slight and need not be 
sufficient in and of itself to establish the defendant's guilt. It is not sufficient, however, ifit merely 
shows that the crime was committed, and it must not come from the testimony of another 
accomplice( s). 
Statements of the defendant other than as testified to by an accomplice(s) are capable of 
providing corroboration. 






HONORABLE FRED M. GIBLER 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
ICJI 313 CORROBORATION OF ACCOMPLICE - Page 1 
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PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. J.:L 
Corroborative evidence is evidence of some act or fact related to the offense which, if 
believed, by itself and without any aid, interpretation or direction from the testimony of the 
accomplice tends to connect the defendant with the commission of the offense charged. 
However, it is not necessary that the corroborative evidence be sufficient in itself to 
establish every element of the offense charged, or that it corroborate every fact to which the 
accomplice testifies. 
In determining whether an accomplice has been corroborated, you must first assume the 
testimony of the accomplice has been removed from the case. You must then determine whether 
there is any remaining evidence which tends to connect the defendant with the commission of the 
offense. 
If there is not such independent evidence which tends to connect defendant with the 
commission of the offense, the testimony of the accomplice is not corroborated. 
If there is sLIch independent evidence which you believe, then the testimony of the 
accomplice is corroborated. 
CITATION: ICJI 314 
GIVEN: _--""" __ _ 
REFUSED ___ _ 
MODIFIED: __ _ 
COVERED: __ _ 




INSTRUCTION NO. \ 
To be an aider and abettor, one must share the criminal intent of the principal: there must 
be a community of purpose in the unlawful undertaking. 
CITATION: State v. Scroggins, 110 Idaho 380, 385 (1985) 
GIVEN: -----
REFUSED ___ _ 
MODIFIED: __ _ 
COVERED: 
----





A person aids and abets the commission of a crime when he or she, with knowledge of the 
unlawful purpose of the perpetrator, and with the intent or the purpose of committing, or 
encouraging or facilitating the commission of, the crime by act or advice, aids, promotes, 
encourages or instigates the commission of a crime. 













As members of the jury it is your duty to decide what the facts are and to apply those facts to the 
law that I have given you. You are to decide the facts from all the evidence presented in the case. 
The evidence you are to consider consists of: 
1. sworn testimony of witnesses; 
2. exhibits which have been admitted into evidence; and 
3. any facts to which the parties have stipulated. 
Certain things you have heard or seen are not evidence. including: 
1. arguments and statements by lawyers. The lawyers are not witnesses. What they say in 
their opening statements, closing arguments and at other times is included to help you interpret the 
evidence, but is not evidence. If the facts as you remember them differ from the way the lawyers 
have stated them, follow your memory; 
2. testimony that has been excluded or stricken, or which you have been instructed to 
disregard; 
3. anything you may have seen or heard when the comi was not in session. 
Comment 
If no exhibits were admitted into evidence, or if there were no stipulated facts, this instruction 
should be modified accordingly to avoid confusing the jury. 
CITATION: IC]I 202 
GIVEN: ___ _ 
REFUSED __ _ 
MODIFIED: ----
COVERED: __ _ 
HONORABLE FRED GIBLER 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
300 
STATE V. COREY REID 
CASE NO. CR-08-2473 
5/1 I/09-5/ 18/09 
JURY INSTRUCTION GIVEN 
301 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
Now that you ha''''e been sworn as jurors to try this case, I want to go over 
with you what will be happening. I will describe how the trial will be conducted 
and what we will be doing. At the end of the trial, I will give you more detailed 
guidance on how vou are to reach vour decision . 
.I .I 
Because the state has the burden of proot it goes first. After the state's 
opening statement, the defense may make an opening statement, or may wait 
until the state has presented its case. 
The state will offer evidence that it says will support the charge(s) against 
the defendant. The defense may then present evidence, but is not required to do 
so. If the defense does present evidence, the state may then present rebuttal 
evidence. This is evidence offered to answer the defense's evidence. 
After you have heard all the evidence, I will give you additional 
instructions on the lenv. After you have heard the instructions, the state and the 
defense will each be given time for closing arguments. In their closing 
arguments, they will summarize the evidence to help you understand how it 
relates to the law. Just as the opening sta.tements are not evidence! neither are 
the closing arguments After the Closing arguments, 'lOU "viI! lea.ve the 
courtroom together to decision. During your VDU 
302 
have with you mv instructions the exhibits admitted into evidence and am: 
o ~ r 




Your duties are to determine the facts, to apply the law set forth in my 
instructions to those facts, and in this way to decide the case, In so doing, you 
must follow my instructions regardless of your own opinion of what the law is or 
should be, or what either side may state the law to be, You must consider them 
as a whole, not picking out one and disregarding others, The order in which the 
instructions are given has no significance as to their relative importance, The law 
requires that your decision be made solely upon the evidence before you, 
Neither sympathy nor prejudice should influence you in your deliberations, 
Faithful performance by you of these duties is vital to the administration of 
justice, 
In determining the facts, you may consider only the evidence admitted in 
this trial. This evidence consists of the testimony of the witnesses, the exhibits 
offered and received, and any stipulated or admitted facts, The production of 
evidence in court is governed by rules of law, At times during the trial, an 
objection may be made to a question asked a witness, or to a witness' answer, or 
to an exhibit. This simply means that I am being asked to decide a particular rule 
of law, Arguments on the admissibility of evidence are designed to aid the Court 
and are not to be considered by you nor affect your deliberations, If I sustain an 
objection to a question or to an eXhibit, the witness may not answer the question 
or the exhibit may not be considered, Do not attempt to guess what the answer 
might have been or vI/hat the exhibit might have shown Similarly if I tell you not 
304 
to consider a particular statement or exhibit you should put it out of your mind, 
and not refer to it or rely on it in your later deliberations. 
During the trial I may have to talk with the parties about the rules of law 
which should apply in this case. Sometimes we will talk here at the bench. At 
other times I will excuse you from the courtroom so that you can be comfortable 
while we work out any problems. Your are not to speculate about any such 
discussions. They are necessary from time to time and help the trial run more 
smoothly. 
Some of you have probably heard the terms "circumstantial evidence," 
"direct evidence" and "hearsay evidence." Do not be concerned with these terms. 
You are to consider all the evidence admitted in this trial. 
However, the law does not require you to believe all the evidence. As the 
sole judges of the facts, you must determine what evidence you believe and what 
weight you attach to it. 
There is no magical formula by which one may evaluate testimony. You 
bring with you to this courtroom all of the experience and background of your 
lives. In your everyday affairs you determine for yourselves whom you believe, 
what you believe, and how much weight you attach to what you are told. The 
same considerations that you use in your everyday dealings in making these 
decisions are the considerations which you should apply in your deliberations. 
In deciding what you believe, do not make your decision simply because 
more vvitnesses may have testified one way than the other Your role is think 
305 
about the testimony of each witness you heard and decide how much you believe 
of what the witness had to say. 
A witness who has special know/edge in a particular matter may give an 
opinion on that matter. In determining the weight to be given such opinion, you 
should consider the qualifications and credibility of the witness and the reasons 
given for the opinion. You are not bound by such opinion. Give it the weight, if 
any, to which you deem it entitled. 
306 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that the defendant, COREY SKU REID, is charged in Count 
I with the crime of MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, alleged to have occulTed as follows: That 
the defendant, COREY SKU REID, on or about the 4th day of August, 2008, in the County of 
Shoshone, State of Idaho, did willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, with malice aforethought and 
premeditation, encourage, plan and assist Jon Allen Kienholz II'. in the killing of Neil Howard, a 
human being. To this charge the defendant has plead not guilty. 
307 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that the defendant, COREY SKU REID, is charged in Count 
II with the crime of MURDER IN THE FTRST DEGREE, alleged to have occUlTed as follows: That 
the defendant, COREY SKII REID, on or about the 4th day of August, 2008, in the County of 
Shoshone, State of Idaho, did willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, with malice aforethought and 
premeditation, encourage, plan and assist Jon Allen Kienholz Jr. in the killing of Cynthia A. Bewick, 
a human being. To this charge the defendant has plead not guilty. 
30B 
INSTRCCTION NO. 
The filing of a criminal charge against the defendant is a mere accLlsation against 
the defendant and does not consti tute any evidence of the defendant's guilt. You are not 
to be prejudiced or influenced to any extent against the defendant because a criminal 
charge has been made. 
309 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
A defendant in a criminal action is presumed to be innocent. This presumption places 
upon the state the burden of proving the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. Thus. a 
defendant. although accused, begins the trial with a clean slate with no evidence against the 
defendant. If after considering all the evidence and my instructi ons on the law, you have a 
reasonable doubt as to the defendant's guilt. you must return a verdict ornot guilty. 
Reasonable doubt is defined as follows: It is not mere possible doubt. because 
everything relating to human affairs, and depending on moral evidence, is open to some 
possible or imaginar? doubt. It is the state orthe case which, after the entire comparison and 
consideration of all the evidence. leaves the minds of the jurors in that condition that they 




If durin£ the trial I may savor do anvthin£ \vhich su££ests to vou that I am inclined 
'- ,.,,., .......... ....... '-' .,' 
to favor the claims or position of any party, you will not permit yourself to be inf1 uenced by 
any such suggestion. r will not express nor intend to express, nor \vill I intend to intimate, 
any opinion as to which \vitnesses are or are not worthy of belief; what fJets are or are not 
established; or \vhJt inferences should be drawn from the evidence. If any expression of 




If you wish. you may take notes to help you remember ,"vhat witnesses said. If you do 
take notes. please keep them to yourself until you and your fellow jurors go to the jury roOI11 
to decide the case. You should not let note-taking distract you so that you do not hear other 
answers by witnesses. When you leave at night please leave your notes in the jury room. 
You cannot assign to one person the duty of taking notes for all of you, and if you do 
not take notes. you should try to rely on your 0\',111 memory of what was said and not be 
overly influenced by the notes of other jurors. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
It is important that as jurors and officers of this court you obey the follo'vving 
instructions at any time you leave the jury box, whether it be for recesses of the court 
during the dav or when you leave the courtroom to gO home at night. 
'--' .,;... L- '--
First., do not talk about this case either among yourselves or with anyone else 
during the course of the trial. You should keep an open mind throughout tIle trial and not 
form or express an opinion about the case. You should only reach your decision after 
you have heard all the evidence, after you have heard my final instruction and after the 
final arguments. You may discuss this case with the other members of the jury only after 
it is submitted to you for your decision. All such discussion should take place in the jury 
room, 
Second. do no let any person talk about this case in your presence. If anyone does 
talk about it. tell them you are ajuror on the case. If they won't stop talking, report that 
to the baili ff as soon as you are able to do so. You should not tell any of your fellow 
jurors about what has happened. 
Third. during this trial do not talk with eillY of the parties. their lawyers or any 
witnesses. By this. r mean not only do not talk about the case. but do not talk at all. even 
10 pass the time of day. In no other way can all parties be assured of the fairness they are 
entitled to expect hom you as jurors. 
Fourth, during this trial do not make any investigation of this case or inquiry 
outside of the courtroom on your own. Do not go any place mentioned in the testimony 
\VlthoUl an lcil order from rne [u do sUo Yuu IllLlslnut dny 
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dictionaries, encyclopedias or any other source of information unless I specifically 
authorize VOl! 10 do so. 
Fifth, do not read about the case in the nevvspapers. Do nol listen to radio or 
television broadcasts about the trial. You must base your verdict solely on what is 
presented in court and not upon any newspaper, radio. television or other account of what 
may have happened. 
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I~5TRUCTro~ NO. 
You have now heard all the evidence in the case. My duty is to instruct 
you as to the law. You must follow all the rules as I explain them to you. You 
may not follow some and ignore others. E\'en if you disagree or don't 
understand the reasons for some of the rules, you are bound to follow them. If 
anyone states a rule of law different from any I tell you, it is mv instruction that 
" .t.. .I 




A defendant in a criminal trial has a constitutional right not to be compelled to testiC/ . 
The decision whether to testify is left to the defendant, acting with the advice and assistance 
of the defendant's lawyer. You must not draw any inference of iWilt from the fact that the . . ~ 
defendant does not testify. nor should this fact be discussed by you or enter into your 
deliberations in any way. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
Each count charges a separate and distinct offense. You must decide each count 
separately on the evidence and the law that applies to it uninfluenced by your decision as 





Certain evidence was admitted for a limited purpose. 
At the time this evidence \\as admitted you were admonished that it could not be 
considered by you for any purpose other than the limited purpose for \vhich it was admimd. 
Do not consider such evidence for any purpose except the limited purpose for \vhich 
it was admitted. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. --+--
YOLI will note the Information charges that offense \vas committed "on or about" 
a certain date. The proof need not establish \\'i[h certainty the exact dJte of the alleged 
offense. It is sufficient if the evidence in the case establishes beyond a reasonable doubt tho.t 
the offense was committed on a date reasonJbly near the date alleged. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. ---
You are hereby instructed that in everj crime or public otTense there must exist a 
union, or jomt opcntion, of act and intent. 
320 
INSTRUCTION NO.---=--==---
Do not concern yourselh.vith the subject of penalty or punishment. That subject must 
not in anv \vav affect your verdict. If vou find the defendant QUiltv, it will be mv dutv to 
." 0' '" .' '- ,., , ~ '" 
detennine the appropriate penalty or punishment. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. j 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Count I, Aiding and Abetting First Degree Murder, 
the state must prove each of the following: 
l. On or about the 4th day of August, 2008; 
2. In the State of Idaho; 
3. Jon Allen Kienholz, Jr., did without justification or excuse, 
4. Willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, and 
5. With malice aforethought and premeditation, 
6. Kill Neil Howard, a human being, and 
7. The Defendant, COREY SKIl REID, aided and abetted in the commission of the 
cnme. 
If the State has failed to prove any of the above, then you must find the defendant not guilty 
of murder. If you find that all the above have been proven beyond a reasonable doubt then you must 
find the defendant guilty of murder and decide if the defendant is guilty of first degree murder. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Count II, Aiding and Abetting First Degree Murder, the 
state must prove each of the following: 
l. On or about the 4th day of August, 2008; 
2. In the State ofIdaho; 
3. Jon Allen Kienholz, Jr., did without justification or excuse, 
4. Willfully, unlawfully, deliberately, and 
5. With malice aforethought and premeditation, 
6. Kill Cynthia Bewick, a human being, and 
7. The Defendant, COREY SKII REID, aided and abetted in the commission of the 
cnme. 
Tfthe State has failed to prove any of the above, then you must find the defendant not 
guilty of murder. Tfyou find that all the above have been proven beyond a reasonable doubt then 




INSTRUCTION NO. I { 




Malice may be express or implied. 
being. 
Malice is express when there is manifested a deliberate intention unlawfully to kill a human 
Malice is implied when: 
1. The killing resulted from an intentional act, 
2. The natural consequences of the act are dangerous to human life, and 
3. The act was deliberately performed with knowledge of the danger to, and with 
conscious disregard for, human life. 
When it is shown that a killing resulted from the intentional doing of an act with express or 
implied malice, no other mental state need be shown to establish the mental state of malice 
aforethought. The mental state constituting malice aforethought does not necessarily require any ill 
will or hatred of the person killed. 
The word "aforethought" does not imply deliberation or the lapse oftimc. It only means 
that the malice must precede rather than follow the act. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
Premeditation means to consider beforehand whether to kill or not to kill, and then to 
decide to kill. There does not have to be any appreciable period of time during which the decision 
to kill was considered, as long as it was reflected upon before the decision was made. A mere 
unconsidered and rash impulse, even though it includes an intent to kill, is not premeditation. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
An act is "wilful" or done "wilfully" when done on purpose. One can act wilfully without 
intending to violate the law, to injure another, or to acquire any advantage. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
All persons who paJiicipate in a crime either before or during its commission, by 
intentionally aiding, abetting, advising, hiring, counseling, procuring another to commit the crime 
with intent to promote or assist in its commission are guilty of the crime. All such participants are 
considered principals in the commission of the crime. The participation of each defendant in the 
crime must be proved beyond a reasonable doubt. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
To be an aider and abettor, one must share the criminal intent of the principal; there must 
be a community of purpose in the unlawful undertaking. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
The law makes no distinction between a person who directly participates in the acts 
constituting a crime al1d a person who, either before or during its commission, intentionally aids, 
assists, facilitates, promotes, encourages, counsels, solicits, invites, helps or hires another to 
commit a crime with intent to promote or assist in its commission. Both can be found guilty of the 
crime. Mere presence at, knowledge of, acquiescence in, or silent consent to, the planning or 
commission of a crime is not sufficient to make one an accomplice. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
If you unanimously agree beyond a reasonable doubt that Jon Allen Kienholz is guilty of 
murder and you unanimously agree beyond a reasonable doubt that the state has proven that the 
murder was willful, deliberate, and premeditated, and you unanimously agree beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the defendant, COREY SKn REID, aided and abetted in the commission of 
the willful, deliberate, and premeditated murder, you must find the defendant, COREY SK1I 
REID, guilty of Aiding and Abetting First Degree Murder. 
If you unanimously agree beyond a reasonable doubt that Jon Allen Kienholz is guilty of 
murder but you unanimously agree beyond a reasonable doubt that the state has not proven that 
the murder was willful, deliberate, and premeditated, and you unanimously agree beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the defendant, COREY SKU REID, aided and abetted in the commission of 
the murder, you must find the defendant, COREY SKn REID, guilty of Aiding and Abetting 
Second DeE:,rree Murder. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
A person may not be found guilty based solely on the testimony of an accomplice. JOl1 
Kienholz and Hiram Wilson may be considered accomplices. 
There must be evidence, other than testimony of an accomplice(s), that tends to connect the 
defendant with the commission of the crime. Such other evidence may be slight and need not be 
sufficient in and ofitselfto establish the defendant's guilt. It is not sufficient, however, if it merely 
shows that the crime was committed, and it must not come from the testimony of another 
accomplice(s). 




Corroborative evidence is evidence of some act or fact related to the offense which, if 
believed, by itself and without any aid, intell)retation or direction from the testimony of the 
accomplice tends to COlmect the defendant with the c0111mission of the offense charged. 
However, it is not necessary that the corroborative evidence be sufficient in itself to 
establish every element of the offense charged, or that it corroborate every fact to which the 
accomplice testifies. 
In detenl1ining whether an accomplice has been conoborated, you must first assume the 
testimony of the accomplice has been removed from the case. You must then dete1l11ine whether 
there is any remaining evidence which tends to connect the defendant with the commission of the 
offense. 
If there is not such independent evidence which tends to connect defendant with the 
commission of the offense, the testimony of the accomplice is not corroborated. 
If there is such independent evidence which you believe, then the testimony of the 
accomplice is corroborated. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. _-'-
As members of the jury it is your duty to decide what the facts are and to apply those facts to the 
law that I have given you. You are to decide the facts from all the evidence presented in the case. 
The evidence you are to consider consists of: 
1. sworn testimony of witnesses; 
2. exhibits which have been admitted into evidence; and 
3. any facts to which the pmiies have stipulated. 
Certain things you have heard or seen are not evidence, including: 
1. arguments and statements by lawyers. The lawyers are not witnesses. What they say in 
their opening statements, closing arguments and at other times is included to help you interpret the 
evidence, but is not evidence. If the facts as you remember them differ from the way the law-yers 
have stated them, follow your memory; 
2. testimony that has been excluded or stricken. or which you have been instructed to 
disregard; 
3. anything you may have seen or heard when the comi was not in session. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
[ have outlined for you the rules oflav\' applicable to this case and have told you 0 r 
son,c of the matters \vhich you may consider in weighing the evidence to detennine the 
In a rev" minutes counsel will present their closing remarks to you, and then you \vill retirelO 
the jury room for your deliberations. 
The attitude and conduct of jurors at the beginning of your deliberations are important. 
It is rarely productive or good for a juror. at the start of deliberations. to make an emphatic 
ofbis or her opinion on the case or to state ho\v he or she intends to vote. as this 
may arouse a sense ofpride and a hesitance to change position. even if it is later shown that 
the first conclusion was wrong. Remember that you are not partisans or advocates. but arc 
judges. fur you. as for me. there can be no triumph except in the ascertainment ane! 
dec laration of thc truth. 
Consult \vith one another. Consider each other's views, and deliberate with the 
objective of reaching an agreement if you can do so without disturbing your individual 
judgml~nt. Each of you must decide this case for yourst:lf. but should do so after a 
chscuss i un of the case .'com Ufors. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
Upon retiring to the jury room, select one of you to serve as a presiding officer to 
preside over your deliberJ.tions. It will be that person's duty to see that disc 
thJ.t the issues submi tted for your decision are fully and fairly discussed, and that every juror 
has a chance to be heard upon each question. 
Your verdict must be unanimous, and cannot be arrived at by chance, lot, or 
compromIse. \Vhen you all reach a verdict, the presiding officer \vill sign it and you 
return it open court 
If you have a question or need cbrification after fully considering all the instructions 
and the e\'idence, vou mJV send a note to me throuQh the bailiff You are otherwise notto 
-' - ~ 
reveJI ony of your thoughts or how the jurj stands until you hJve reached a verdict unless 
instructed by me to do so. 




The exhibits will be with you in the jury ro0111. They are part of the official court 
record. For this reason please do not alter them or mark on them in any way. 
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ERn, P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
EHIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-9110 
ISBN 5008 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSflONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COREY SKI! REID, 
Defendant. 
) Case No. CR 08-2473 
) 
) MOTION FOR EVALUATION FUNDS 






The Defendant, Corey Reid, by and through his attorney. Erik P. Smith, Public 
Defender, ilereby moves tflis Court for funds with which to have an evaluation 
conducted of the Defendant, and further move this Court for an Order continuing the 
Sentencing scheduled to take place on June 15, 2009. 
This Motion is made pursuant to the 5th , 6th , 8th and 14th Amendments to the U.S. 
Constitution; Article I. Sections 6 and 13 of the Idaho Constitution; ICR, R 33.1; and, 
I.C. §§19-851, et seq. The Sixtll Amendment, the Due Process Clause and the Equal 
Protection Clause of the U_S. Constitution require the state to provrde expert assistance 
to indigent persons and that this requirement includes experLs necessary to his defense. 
The parallel authority of Idaho Code § 19-852(a) requires the appointment of experts or 
investigators v>lhen necessary and in the inter,,$t of justice. 
The grounds for this Motion are that neither the Defendant nor the office of trle 
Public Defender have adequate resources to pay for such an evaluation. Absent tile 
requc:;!sted relief, the not able develop a and will 
therefore be denied his State and federal constitutional ri9rlts to dLle process, tile 
MOTION FOR ~V/\UJ/\T!ON FUNDS /\ND TO CONTINUI: !3Er'JTn,JCIt\lG L 
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effective assistance of counsel and to be free from punishment imposed in violation of 
the proscription against cruel, arbitrary and unusual punishment See, e.g. Ake v. 
Oklahoma, 470 U.S, 68 (1985) set forth below. Further, absent the requested relieflhe 
Defendant will be deprived of the liberty interest created by I. C. §§ 19-85'1, of seq. 
Based upon the foregoing, the letter from Dr. Wolfe, attached as Exhibit "A" and 
incorporated herein, the record as a whole and argument to be presented to the court in 
support hereof, this Court is respectfully rect~lested to grant this Motion 
-~ 
---------DATED this 1-- day of ~~~. ___ 2009 . 
. --Y~ ERIK~'TH 
A.ttorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this -=-5 _._ day Of'~'-"~_ 2009, I caused a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing document to be served on the following named 
person(s) in the manner indicated below: 
Val Siegel 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Shoshone County Courthouse 









~John A. Wolfe Ph.D., L.L.C. & Associates 
Clinical Psychology and Neuropsychology 
2199 Ironwood Center Drive Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 Office (208) 666~0448 
June 2, 2009 
Erik P. Smith, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, U) 83814 
HE State v. Corey Reid 
Dear Mr. Smith: 
I am vVTiting in response to our telephone conversation of 6/1/09 regarding your client 
Corey Reid and have prepared a brief summary of estimated costs of an evaluation. I 
have included an estimate based on the interview/evaluation taking place at my office as 
\vel! as additional costs should travel to Shoshone be necessary. 
If the evaluation were to occur at my office, I would anticipate the initial 
interview/evaluation session would take about 3 hours with Mr. Reid and about 4 homs 
of total lime at $150.00 per hour ($600.00) and would include a diagnostic lntc[vicvl 
(clinical and stru.ctured), review of available records, an objective measure of personality 
(c. g., MMPI-II), scoring, and report of findings. If it were necessary for me to travel to 
Shoshone I would anticipate 2 hours of total travel time Wflich would add an additional 
300 dollars in costs ($900.00 total). 
If I can provide additional information or be of further service please feel free to contact 
me. 
Sincerely, 
l. (\ 1'1 (\ 
(\~~J:rY 
\ J. 111 /\. Wolfe PI 
\(.~ inical PSyCJ10JOg !Neuropsychology 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
COURT MINUTES 
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JDefendant 
Tapes: ,)( O,'?-~ 
SUBJECT OF PROCEEDING: cf,· 
BE IT KNOWN that the following proceedings 'were had, to wit: 










~ ______________________ ~ __ ~~k __ ,20 IS 
Date 
! 
l~'L < (';/_.-{' ~-/ l~~_ t. ! /f Idaho 
Place 
Case # ___ --"'=----=-__ -"--=--=--_____ _ 
APPEARANCES: 
For Plaintiff 
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ERIK P. SMITH, Attom~y at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
Taieptlone: (208) S67·2()OO 
F'acsimite: (208) 765~911 0 
18S: #5008 
Shoshone County Public Defe.nder 
ERIK P SMITH 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TH6 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNlY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO. 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
COREi'( SKU REID. 
) Ct3se No. CR 08-2473 
) 
) ORDER FOR SUBSTANCE ABUSE 
) AND MENTAL HEALTH 
) EVALUATrON puRSUAf\IT TO 
) rc § 19~2524 
) 
) 
~ _____ .:::.D~e~fe:"..:.-'n~d~~J) ..~t,---_~ ) 
PAGE': 01/1213 
This matter regularly cam~ b~1'B me, District Judge of the ab~ntitled Court 
on the S\/l day of June, ZOOR The Court has revil::lwad the proposed Order for 
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Evaluation approved In 'form by both Erik P. 
Smith, attorney for the defendant, and Val Siege', Shoshone County F'rooecuting 
Attam@y. Now, therefore, 
IT IS HERESY ORDERED 1 that the defendant, Corey Skii Refcl, shall undergo a 
substance abuse assessment and mental health examination pursuant to Idaho Code 
§19~2524, The mental health examination shan include the criterJa iisted In the statute 
and shall suggest a trsatment plan if appropriate, A ~port of the substance abuse 
aSf.j!~s.smQnt gnd mental health examination shall be filed under seal with the Court and 
one oonfidential copy provided coun~el for the defense, The Shoshone County 
ORDER FOR SUBSTANCE AI:lUSE AND MENTAl. HEALTH IWALUATlON 1 
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Df;/15/2609 15: 17 12 1 
05/1S)~e09 15:26 9116 ERIK F' SMITH 
PAGe. 02/03 
PAGE 02/03 
Sherlff shall transport the defendant to and from his examination. The examinatIon 
shall be performed at no cost to Shoshone County ot11er than incidental tim(l) such as 
trnnsporting the d~fendant to and from tlny examination, 
No 
Val iagel. 
Shoshone County Prosecuting Attorney 






8&/15/2009 15;17 120 
06/15/200S 15:26 18 ERIK P SMITH 
CeRTIFICATE OE SSffillCE 
, hereby certify that a true and corract copy of the foregoing instrument was: 
LJ Hand Delivered 
U Mailed, postage pre?paid ttl~tIaOn 
mFaxed: 
'J 'f'k. 
to the following interested party on this ~ day of Juner 2009: 
Erik P. Smith 
Attorney ::It Law 
6()7 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
fax:: 765-9110 
Va! Siegel, ProsecutIng Attorney 
Shoshone County . . 
700 BanI< Street ",hXz/tc j)-i<',L 
WallaM. ID 83873 --vYl c ... if 
fax: {208} 753·8351 
ORO~R I=OR SUBSTANCE ABuSE AND MENTAL HEALTH EVALUATION - 3 
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ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-9110 
IS8: #5008 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
~. :.~,~ /r~ 
i ; ~., " 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COREY SKI! REID, 
) Case No. CR 08-2473 
) 
) MOTION TO CONTINUE 





_______ D_e_fe--'n--'d_a_n_t. __ ~_ ) 
COMES NOW, the above named Defendant, COREY REID, by and 
through his attorney of record, ERIK P. SMITH, and respectfully moves the Court 
for an Order to Continue scheduled herein for the 10th day of August, 2009 at 
9:00 B.m. before the Honorable Frederick M. Gibler. 
This Motion is based upon the grounds and for the reason that the 
Defendant has been trying to schedule the initial screening for a substance 
abuse assessment and mental health examination WiUl Business Pathology 
Associates (see attached letters dated July 20 and 28, 2009), and has been 
unsuccessful in getting a date certain. Due to the lack of communication from 
Business Pathology Associates, it is unlikely that the screening and subsequent 
report will be completed prior to August 10, 2009. 
MOTION 10 CONTINUE SENTENCiNG AND NOTICE OF HEJ\RING P/\GE 1 
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ill ERIK P SMI PAGE: 02/04 
Defendant requests the right to present oral argument, evldenc~, and 
testimony in support of this Motion and to cross~examine the Plaintiff and their 
witnesses/affiants at hearing hereon, 
NOTICE IS HEREBY given that the Defendant will call on for hearing his 
Motion to Continue Sentencing on the 10th day of Augu,st, 2009 at the hour of 
9:00 o'clock a.m. or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard in the above-
entitled Court before the Honorable Frederick M, Gibler, District Judge presiding. 
was: 
DATED this ?~I,. day of July, 2009. 
Erik P. Smith, Attorney for Defendant 
C.!;fllIEI.9ATE OF St;;R'lI~E 
I hereby c~rtify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument 
U Hand Delivered 
U Mailed, postage prepaid thereon 
ffiFaxed: 
to the follOwing interested party on this d'J day of July, 2009; 
Vaf Siegel, Prosecuting Attomey 
Shoshone County 
700 Bank Street 
Wallace, 1D 83873 
~¢8) 75~~~~_~~ 1 
-I=--!1.C.~-~-. ..:_, ... p~c;,1~:::~.e--··' 
MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING AND NOTl~E OF HEAR.ING - PAGE 2 3q6 --
Defendant requests the right to present oral argument, evidence, and 
testimony in support of this Motion and to cross-examine the Plaintiff and their 
witnesses/afflants at hearing hereon. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY given that the Defendant will calion for hearing his 
Motion to Continue Sentencing on the 10th day of August, 2009 at the hour of 
9:00 o'clock a.m. or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard in the above-
entitled Court before the Honorable Frederick M. Gibler, District Judge presiding. 
DATED this gj, day of July, 2009. 
Erik P. Smith, Attorney for Defendant 
No Objection: 
Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney 
was: 
CERTIFIC~T~ OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument 
U Hand Delivered 
LJ Mailed! postage prepaid thereon 
I2SlFaxed: 
to the following interested party on this ;:;)0\ day of July, 2009: 
Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney 
Shoshone County 
700 Bank Street 
Wallace, 10 83873 
(268) 75318351 
--~/-.. . ...-LJ-- '\ 
~-~~I.~LL~~ Q:~~cY'~----
MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING AND Nor:r~ '1 HEARING -- PAGE 2 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-9110 
ISBN: 5008 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CRF-08-2473 
MOTION FOR TRANSPORT 
COMES NOW the above named Defendant, COREY SKII REID, by and through 
his court appointed attorney, ERIK P. SMITH, and hereby moves tIle Court for an Order 
for an officer with the Shoshone County Sheriff's Department to transport the above 
named Defendant from custody at Shosilone County Jail, in \lVallace, Idaho, on 
Thursday, August 13, 2009, at 9:00 a.m. to Alliance Family Services in Kellogg, for the 
purpose of a substance abuse and mental health evaluation/screening. Upon 
completion of the substance abuse and mental Ilealth evaluation/screening, the 
Deh:;ndant should be transported by the Shoshone County Sheriffs Department back to 
the Shoshone County Jail and returned to custody. 




Erik P. Smith, Attorney for Defendant 
MOTION FOR TRANSPORT 
348 
"NO OBJECTION" 
Val Siegel, Prosecutor 
Date: --------------------------
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that true and correct copies of the MOTION FOR TRANSPORT 
were transmitted this '3 ",.d day of August, 2009 by the following method, to: 
Va! Siegel, Prosecutor 
700 Bank Street Ste 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Fax: (208) 753-8351 




o In Clip 
f] Faxed 
ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-9110 
ISBN: 5008 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 













CASE NO. CRF-08-2473 
ORDER FOR TRANSPORT 
The above entitled matter having come before the Court and good cause 
appearing; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above named Defendant, COREY SKII REID, 
shall be transported from custody at the Shoshone County Jail in Wallace, Idaho, by 
the Shoshone County Sheriffs Department, 011 Thursday, August 13, 2009, at 9:00 
a.m. to Alliance Family Services in Kellogg, for the purpose of a substance abuse and 
mental health evaluation/screening. Upon completion of the evaluation/screening, the 
Shoshone Cow:ty Sheriffs Department shall transport the Defendant back to the 
Shoshone County Jail and return him to custody. 
DATED this day of August, 2009. 
------~~--~--~------------
Frederick M. Gibler, District Judge 
ORDER FOR TRANSPORT 
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tJ ~I/ tJ4 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
, hereby certify that true and correct copies of the ORDER FOR TRANSPORT 
were transmitted thiS _L-_~-_ day of August, 2009 by the following method, to: 
Val Siegel, Prosecutor 
700 Bank Street Ste 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Fax: (208) 753-8351 
Erik P_ Smith, Attorney for Defendant 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
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Fax: (208) 765-9110 
Shoshone County Public Safety Facility 
Attn: .Jail 
Wallace, 10 83873 
Fax: (208) 753-8851 
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ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-9110 
IS8: #5008 . 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 




COREY SKII REID, 








Based upon the Defendant's Motion, and good cause appearing, now, 
therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Sentencing scheduled for August 10, 
2009 sl1all be continued and shall be rescheduled. 
DATED this ......=_day of--"-,,,~_,---_ 2009 . 
.>/~' ''''" ,( 
//>',iiJ 
Fre'derick M. Gibler, District Judge 
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CLE..RK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument 
U Hand Delivered 
U Mailed, postage prepaid thereon 
UFaxed: (208) 753~8351/(208) 765-9110 
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to the following interested party on this. __ -_ day otC {>: t i· ,2009.: 
- ,----. 
Val Siegel, Prosecutor 
Shoshone County 
700 Bank Street 
Wallace, 10 83873 
Erik P. Smith, Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
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OFFICE OF PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VAL SIEGEL, PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
KEISHA L. OXENDINE, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
700 BANK STREET, SUITE 200 
WALLACE, IDAHO 83873 
PHONE: (208) 752-1106 
FAX: (208) 753-8351 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN A]\;'D FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ] CASE NO. CR-2008-2473 
] 
] 
Plaintiff, ] SUBMISSION OF 
DOCUMENTATION IN SUPPORT 
OF STATE'S SENTENCING 
vs. I RECOMMENDATION 
] 
COREY S. REID, ] 
] 
Defendant. ] 
COMES NOW the above-named Plaintiffby and through its attorney, VAL SlEGEL, 
Shoshone County Prosecuting Attorney, and submits attached documentation, Idaho State 
Police Investigation RepOli and Transcript of Interview of Ronald Rollins Jr., in support of 
State's sentencing recommendation. 














On January 22, 2009, at approximately 1130 hours, ~nald ROLLINS Jr. was interviewed 
regarding the murders of Neil HOWARD and Cynthia BEWICK. Present curing the interview 
were ROLLINS, Shoshone County Deputy Prosecutor Art Verharen, and me (Detective Terry 
Morgan of the Idaho State Police Investigations). ROLLINS was housed with Corey REID at the 
Shoshone County Jail in Wallace, Shoshone County, 10 when REID gave statements to 
JLLlNS regarding his involvement in the murders of HOWARD and BEWICK. 
1. On 01-22-09, at approximately 1130 hours, Ronald Jr. was interviewed by Deputy 
Prosecutor Verharen and me. The interview was regarding conversations that Corey REID had 
:th ROLLINS about REID's involvement in the deaths of Neil HOWARD and Cynthia BEWICK. 
JLLlNS was housed in the same area as REID in the Shoshone County Jail. ROLLINS was 









carcerated on misdemeanor probation violation charges and was booked into jail on 11-14-08. 
2. REID started talking to ROLLINS about REID's involvement in the murders within hours after 
meeting ROLLINS. REID would laugh when he told the story about his involvement with the 
murders. ROLLINS said REID told him how he (REID) kicked BEWICK in the jaw and broke her 
jaw off the side of her face when she was begging Jon KIENHOLZ to stop shooting her and then 
REID would laugh about what he did and how she looked. 
3. REID said he stood behind BEWICK and made his hand into the shape of a gun and was 
motioning to KIENHOLZ to shoot her. He said he planned the killing of HOWARD and BEWICK 
with KIENHOLZ several days prior to 08-04-08. REID said Hiram WILSON did not know 
anything about the shooting of HOWARD and BEWICK until it happened and then REID 
threatened to shoot WILSON if he (WILSON) didn't help dispose of the bodies. 
4. REID said he and KIENHOLZ got caught by a friend's father while trying to get into a gun 
safe prior to finally obtaining the .22 caliber gun they got. The gun they had was obtained from 
someone who lives near the Wallace cemetery and it was obtained by pawning something to get 
money to buy marijuana and trade marijuana for the gun. 
5. REID said Christan PURTILL did not have knowledge of the planning or killing until after it 
happened. REID said he was going to use the defense that KIENHOLZ was going to kill him 
(REID) if he (REID) didn't help kill HOWARD and BEWICK. ROLLINS asked REID if he was 
afraid KIENHOLZ was going to shoot him and REID said "hell, no, we planned this for several 
'qys before the killing". 
o. The interview was concluded at approximately 1245 hours. Refer to the DVD (Exhibit #222) 
for complete interview and details. 
i 2930/MORGAN, TERRY 
------- -- .---.~--.-- ----.-. -1-PrintedAt~------· .. ---.. -.. ---
102/03/2009 16:50 _ c.____~--~- _. ___ . _.___ .. _ ._
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January 22,2009 Interview with Ronald Rollins, Jr. 
/SPEAKER I ACTIONmIALOGUE 
Morgan The date is January 22, the time is 11 :30. We are here with Ron Rollins, 
Art Verharen and myself. 
Rollins Jf. 
Morgan Ron Rollins, Jr. 
Rollins Yeah just in case. 
Morgan Ron spent some time in Shoshone County Jail with Corey Reid. There 
was some information shared from Corey to Ron about the murders of Neil 
Howard and Cindy Bewick. When did you first get in jail Ron? 
Rollins I first got in jail on 9 o'clock on the 14th of November. 
Morgan And you're there on misdemeanor probation violation? 
Rollins For missing an appointment. 
Morgan So, at what point in time did you meet up with Corey Reid in jail? 
Rollins Within hours of being there. 
Morgan Did you share the same, is it called a pod? 
Rollins Yeah or cell block. 
Morgan How many people were in the cell block? 
Rollins 16 people were there at one time and it varies, 10-16. 
Morgan So it's like a dorm setting with, you guys have bunks and everybody kind 
of knows ... 
Rollins Yep. 
Morgan It's a big happy family. 
Rollins Sure. 
Morgan So to speak. So did you know why Corey Reid was in jail? 
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Rollins Yeah it become apparent right after getting there. You could overhear him 
talking. He knew of friend of mine that was in there. That's why he 
would come over and sit on my bunk and you could here him bragging and 
discussing the murders as if they were public information. 
Morgan You're from this area, Shoshone County? 
Rollins Born and raised. 
Morgan You knew about the murders in August? 
Rollins Oh yes. 
Morgan So it was kind of hot topic. 
Rollins Yeah. 
Morgan Did you know Corey Reid before you met him in jail? 
Rollins No I did not. The name rung a bell, but I did not know him personally. 
Morgan So that was the first time to actually have contact with him. 
Rollins Yes. 
Morgan Ok. Kinda tell me about how it started, how he started talking about the 
murders of Neil Howard and Cindy Bewick. 
Rollins Well when it first started out, you know, all of us were curious about what 
had happened and I said were you part of that deal up there at Dobson Pass 
and he said yeah and you know at first he's real cautious not knowing who 
to talk to or what to say to people and he would tell us the incidents, 
exactly what happened during the murders, but it was pretty much the story 
at that time was that he really didn't have any involvement in the murders. 
He was pretty much a bystander is what he was claiming. 









January 22,2009 Interview with Ronald Rollins, Jr. 
I ACTIONIDIALOGUE 
At that time and then as his mouth kept going and everybody was watching 
him snicker and laugh and make jokes about the murder he started to lose 
people, you know, I guess friends you could say, people that would talk to 
him and hang around with him in there and so after that it come down to 
where he only had just a couple friends and then when its that situation in 
jail when you don't have anybody to talk so he started bonding, feeling like 
he could really talk to them, telling them things nobody else knew, 
thinking it would not get anywhere and that's when the story changed 
completely. 
What was the first story then? You said hejust,just a bystander. Tell me 
what he said first? 
Well, mostly, urn, when he first started telling the story, it basically started 
with they got up on the mountain and the gentlemen that was shot in the 
back of the head was on one side of the fire and the female was on the 
other side of the fire at that time he said Hiram was standing behind the 
girl and Bubba was standing behind the boy and they had waited several 
hours and nothing happened and he said at first that Hiram was standing 
behind the girl pointing his finger in a pistol like motion, you know kind of 
talking without speaking, you know ... 
That was Hiram? 
That's what Hiram was doing and then once they shot the boy. I can't 
recall exactly how many shots. I guess he fell over on the ground, he 
wasn't dead, he was gurgling and making all kinds of noises. Then after 
that the girl was screaming. I guess she put her hands up beside her face 
and was screaming and so they shot her in the face or the forehead several 
times. 
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Bubba is the one that shot both people and then after that he said that 
Hiram, once the girl hit the ground that Hiram started stomping on her face 
and the story he told was her jaw was busted to the side and she was still 
trying to scream don't even though she'd been shot in the forehead or face. 
She was still screaming and trying to say stop or don't or whatever you 
know she was begging for mercy and, uh, then she after that, uh, Bubba 
said Corey go get more bullets and Corey wouldn't. This was all the story 
that first come out when we first gotto jail. This is what he's telling 
everybody to make himself, detach himself up from the murders and then 
as time went on and he lost friends in there, he talked to me, for some 
reason he felt he could tell me things that would never get out again and 
then the story did a complete flip flop. 
Now you said he lost friends because he was laughing and snickering what 
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Well when you tell a story, you know, like the girl he discussed kicking the 
girl, Hiram kicking the girl in the face and thought it was funny, though her 
jaw to the side and her crying and screaming whatever she was for mercy 
and pulling her hair out was comical for some reason. I don't see any 
humor in it, but he thinks its funny. I mean he literally has a grin on his 
face and he has that weird chuckle telling the whole story the whole time. 
Every time I hear that story he laughs like it's the same thing. And when 
he tells it, he thinks in his mind he's not getting anything. At first he told 
us his lawyer told him he was getting 5 years, that's what the plea offer 
was. The second time was 2 years for the plea offer cus he said they keep 
losing evidence on him, they don't have anything to charge him with and 
the third time, the last thing I heard, was that he was just going to get 
probation because they had no witnesses, no testimony and then after all 
that, after that whole story came out it was, then he said that Hiram, they 
took the bodies down over the hill. He claims there was something 
involved, he either had a sleeping bag or a blanket there, I'm not sure what 
it was if it was in the car. He was made because they had gotten blood on 
it, wrapped the body in a blanket or something or something to do with a 
pillow. I can't recall exactly what that was about, after that he said that 
Hiram and Bubba took the bodies down the hill and then pretty much after 
that point the story completely after a couple days he come back and told 
me the real story and told me why he was getting off his defense. So the 
second story was he told me that he was the one actually standing behind 
the girl, motioning to shoot to Bubba and that was after several hours that 
they sat around the fire and Bubba didn't do anything because it was 
planned, it was planned for several days and I'll get to that. He was 
standing behind the girl and then Bubba shot the boy and then the same 
events took place excluding Hiram who was then now who was Corey, 
Corey's the one that was motioning to shoot. Corey's the one that stepped 
on the girl's face, kicking her in the fact to get her to quit making the 
noises. Then they asked Hiram, the way they told me was that Hiram was 
between Bubba and the vehicle, so I thought the vehicle was just across the 
road or something, but from my understanding it was actually a long ways 
away from the site and Hiram I guess said no and was crying and really 
freaking out about it, you know, cus he, I don't, from my understanding he 
didn't have knowledge of the plans prior to the events. Urn .... 
How do you know that? 
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Rollins Well pretty much Hiram, er Corey told me that Hiram was being a bitch 
because he didn't want to be involved in it. He did not go up there to 
murder the kid ... or the girl or anything else. Well Corey told me that 
Hiram didn't know anything about it until after. That's why Hiram was 
crying and freaking out and at one point Bubba made threat to Hiram to 
help or to do something otherwise he was gonna shoot him. Then, I guess, 
Corey told me then that Hiram was forced to help carry the body down the 
hill with Bubba and then Corey says he stood at the road, he didn't have 
anything to do with taking the bodies down the hill. Well when he 
changed his story and told me, you know, that he was the one that actually 
stepped on the girls face and stuff he said that he, um, after the bodies got 
down the not Bubba or Hiram wanted to go back down the hill to get the 
cell phone and I believe, I can't remember for sure if the keys were in the 
boy's pockets or not, but they went down to get them. Come to think of it 
maybe it was cash, but Corey went down to the bodies to get these things 
and that kind of told me that Corey must have helped em take the bodies 
down if he was going to go down in the brush to get these things. 
Verharen We wanna know just what Corey told ya? 
Rollins Ok well Corey told me he went down the hill to get the cell phone, I know 
that for sure, out of the boy's pocket. And after they got back to the road, 
I'm trying to think what they did, after that part, pretty much, he really 
didn't say much about the incident after they got the cell phone. Urn, I do 
know, he told me that what his defense is going to be, of course ... 
Verharen Before we get to that let me ask you a couple of questions. When he got 
close to you when he, as you say, started to tell you the real story, where 
would you guys usually talk? 
Rollins Over my bunk. It was over in the comer. Kind of private. 
Verharen And how long had you been in? Going in November 14th when was it 
when he opened up to you and told you about this? 
Rollins I'd say maybe three to four days. 
Morgan For the first story or the second one? 
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Rollins For the second one. The first one he was telling off the bat. Telling it to 
everybody. Trying to discredit, make everybody think ... They don't 
normally, you know, put murderers and child molesters and stuff in general 
population so he was trying to, tell it to make him look innocent so nobody 
would beat him up cus that's what they're looking at. Everybody wanted 
to still beat him up because he was involved in a .... and so one he started 
losing friends and people were talking to him he kind of entrusted me. 
Another reason he entrusted in me is because before he told me the real 
story he said he's going to be in here awhile and I said well dude the best 
thing is to keep your mouth shut. You know don't talk to anybody. I says, 
I was just telling him that before I really knew who he was otherwise I 
wouldn't have tried given him good advice. I think that's why he started 
opening up to me kind of. 
Verharen When you and he would talk and he was explaining this how long would 
this go on for usually? 
Rollins Sometimes for a couple of hours at a time. 
Verharen And how often would it happen? Every day? Every other day? 
Rollins Yeah I'd say, I'd say everyday he would talk about it and then when the 
true story come up he would talk about it so much and then give excuses 
why they can't prosecute him, why he ain't gonna go to prison. 
Verharen What did he tell you when he got close to you and he started to open up, 
what did he tell you about how they got the gun? 
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Rollins Ok, first of all the gun was gotten up by the cemetery from a guy that they 
had gotten, uh, what'd they do, they pawned something and they got some 
money for it and they got some marijuana and from what I understand they 
traded the marijuana for an old pistol. I don't know ifit was a revolver or 
what. I know it was a .22 is what he told me. But I do know before that, I 
told you the other day, they had access to another gun before that one, but 
one of his friend's dad caught them trying to get into either a locked gun 
case or safe, but I don't know the friend's name. I don't know, I do know 
that another place that they went to before the murders, that nobody knew 
about, was a kid named Jared Coe's house where a bunch of kids hang out. 
I don't know, teenagers rent an apartment and they had gotten some 
marijuana and something happened there before the murders also. Before 
they went up. Trying to figure out a way to get a gun. 
Verharen Did Corey tell you what his relationship with Bubba was? 
Rollins Just a friend from what I understood. 
Verharen Did Corey tell you why the two were shot? 
Rollins Yes. That they were shot for the car. They wanted ... 
Verharen Describe that to us. 
Rollins Well, they had been planning on going on a road trip for, a can't say, I'd 
say several days at least, it could have been longer. 
Verharen Who's we? 
Rollins Bubba, Corey and I believe the girl. She was planning on the road trip also. 
I don't know if she had knowledge of how it was going to take place, but I 
do know that she ... 
Verharen The girl that was shot or Corey's girlfriend? 
Rollins Corey's girlfriend and the two that were shot were supposed to go on the 
road trip too but the decision to shoot them was made about two days 
before the murders whenever the boy and the girl that were shot did not 
want to give up the vehicle and that's when Corey told me they started to 
think of a way to get rid of em. 
Morgan You mean Jon and Corey? 
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Rollins Jon and Corey yes. Once the other two weren't willing to give up their 
vehicle and they told me the reason they were wanting to go on a road trip 
because almost every one of them, ifnot every one of them, had a warrant 
and they were fleeing that to go to Bolivia. 
Verharen Did Corey tell you how he and Jon planned it out? 
Rollins Basically they had been trying for a couple days, running around trying to 
get any amount of money they could for the road trip. I do know Corey 
said they tried to get a gun several times and that's how I found out about 
the first time before they actually got the gun they got. They went to a 
friends house where the dad had guns but the parent had caught them 
trying to get into the safe or they chickened out trying to get into the safe. I 
don't know exactly how they got caught, but somehow they got caught. 
Wasn't able to get that gun. 
Verharen Did Corey tell you why they were trying to get the gun? 
Rollins Yeah to kill Bubba or I mean to Kill.... 
? Neil. 
Rollins Yeah to kill Neil and the girl. 
Morgan Neil and Cindy were the ones that were shot and K-Man is Corey's 
girlfriend. 
Rollins Right. And, anyhow, Neil and Cindy that's who they had planned on 
killing because they would not give them the car to go on this road trip. 
Morgan Did they mention when they got the gun, when they traded something, did 
they mention another name of somebody that was with em? 
Rollins No, but I, I heard of somebody that was possibly in jail over there that 
maybe was with em I thought, but I don't recall their name and I don't 
know ifI'd even recognize it ifI heard it, but... 
Morgan Just for Corey though, we just want to kno>', what Corey said, not... if you 
got this from another source we don't need to know that... 
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Rollins Right. No. No. Corey told me there was somebody that either got arrested 
with them, but he didn't say what involvement or anything that the kid had 
to do with it, but I thought Corey said, and I can't remember exactly right, 
that he was in jail for a certain amount of time. 
Morgan If you heard a name would you recognize it? 
Rollins I really, I don't think I would. 
Verharen Did Corey ever indicate ifhis girlfriend knew what was happening? 
Rollins From what I understand from Corey's mouth himself is his girlfriend really 
did not know anything of the planning until, or didn't know anything of the 
planning at all, but I guess she did have knowledge of it after it happened. 
Cus I understand from him that she went on the road trip with them. He 
told me they turned themselves in in Boise. And wasn't arrested. He told 
me they were put up in a motel. So was not arrested at that point when 
they turned themselves in. The police put em up in a motel for protection. 
Morgan Did he say anything about them telling their stories and getting their stories 
straight? Stick together. 
Rollins He did say at first that, how do I put it, that they're all sticking to the same 
stories and then I read the things, it looked pretty close that they were all 
stickin to the same ones. Like Corey and Bubba sounded pretty in sync I 
thought. Maybe I'm remembering wrong. I never read the girl's or, urn, I 
read a little of Hiram's. 
Verharen When you're talking about these things what are you referring to? 
Rollins Transcripts. 
Verharen And where did you see transcripts? 
Rollins In jail. 
Verharen How did you see transcripts injail? 
Rollins He gave em to me. 
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Verharen You went in on November 14th, when did Corey show you these 
transcripts? 
Rollins Right off the bat. He started bragging do you guys wanna read these. He 
let a lot of people read em. A guy that works at Les Schwab red em. 
Almost every guy in that pod read those transcripts. 
Verharen So when you say transcripts, transcripts of what? 
Rollins Interviews that were given, taken by the police here or in Boise or 
something. 
Verharen So interview transcript of who? 
Rollins Each one. He's got a transcript from each ... Bubba's interview, Hiram's 
interview, Corey's interview and I believe K-Man's interview. 
Verharen Did Corey have other things in jail besides the transcripts? 
Rollins He had other documentation I never read. A lot of documentation. 
Verharen Did he have police reports? 
Rollins I believe he did have police reports. I never read em though. 
Verharen How thick was the pile of paperwork that Corey had in jail? 
Rollins I'd say ... 
Verharen An inch and a half thick? 
Rollins At least. It was a lot of paperwork. 
Verharen Did Corey say where he got all of this information that he had in jail? 
Rollins No he did not. But I was shocked that he had it and I told him, you know, I 
can't believe you let this out because I figured there would he some kind of 
gag order on that information being released to the public pretty much . 
. ,. 
Verharen \iVny was Corey having the other inmates read this infounation? 
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Rollins He bragged about it. He thought it was cute. Because when you read the 
transcripts Corey doesn't admit to really that he was mostly, you know, he 
was 50% as far as I'm concerned and Bubba was the other 50% and it 
didn't make it look like he had that much involvement in the transcripts. 
Verharen Did he say anything about that? That his transcripts showed that he didn't 
have any involvement? That his statement to the police showed that he 
didn't have any involvement? 
Rollins Yeah that's what I'm saying. That's why he thinks he's getting off on 
probation. Because they don't have anything against him. He said no 
witnesses, no nothing and I few weeks ago I was going to Kite somebody 
but I didn't know who to Kite to get a hold of because I don't want to see 
him go period. I would have stayed in jail and still helped you guys. 
Verharen Let's talk about that. Is there some sort of deal here for you to talk to us 
today, to testifY .... 
Rollins No there's no deal. 
Verharen Did you get out of jail early? 
Rollins I got out of jail early, but I was asked if I would testifY before anything to 
the jail was brought up. 
Verharen Who got you out of jail early? 
Rollins Mike Smith. 
Verharen And that's your misdemeanor probation officer? 
Rollins Yes sir. 
Verharen Has there been any other deals or agreements? 
Rollins No sir. Nothing. 
Verharen You were going to tell us about what Corey was going to say in his defense 
trial. Can you tell us a little bit about that? 
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Rollins Yep. Corey after, like I said, he started putting a trust in me he started 
telling me about how he knows he's only getting probation and time served 
and he says his lawyer even concurs with it that he's getting offbecause 
Bubba would have hurt him. Bubba would have shot him ifhe wouldn't 
have cooperated and I said Bubba really would have shot ya? And he said 
hell no we've been planning this for awhile. He goes but I can't tell them 
otherwise I'm gonna go to prison. And it, and he don't care. I even 
brought up to him about Bubba, how Bubba's transcript says that he was 
trying to admit to the whole thing pretty much. And he said well he's 
going to prison anyhow why should I go to prison too you know. But that 
was his defense. He was in fear that Bubba would shoot him ifhe didn't do 
everything and cooperate. But I don't know, from his story he didn't 
hardly cooperate anyhow. So I mean I don't know what he was ... 
Morgan So he is telling you that his defense is going to be, although he's already 
told you that he was part ofthe planning stage and getting the gun and 
killed Neil and Cindy to take their car for the road trip and now he's telling 
ya because he doesn't see it in writing that his defense is going to be that 
he's going to testifY or that he was in fear for his life because Jon ... 
Rollins That's exactly what it is . 
Morgan .... because Jon was going to kill him. 
Rollins Because you guys don't know exactly what happened on the mountain. 
He's pretty much going to say the parts he did do because he was afraid 
Neil was gonna shoot him. 
Morgan Does he talk about. .. 
Verharen Neil was gonna shoot him or Bubba was? 
Rollins I'm sorry. Bubba. I'm so sorry guys. 
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Yeah that Bubba was gonna shoot him and when I questioned him I said 
were you afraid Bubba was gonna shoot ya? And he said hell no! We've 
been planning this for awhile. And like I said he stated to me several times 
that they'd been, two, three, several days there trying to get the gun, trying 
to get money, so that whenever they got the car to get out of here to go to 
Bolivia. 
So did you tell us, did you say, he told you a story to start with and then a 
few days later he told you a different one. Did he tell you that the first 
story was bs or false? 
Yeah because at that point there was a lot of people we were talking to. A 
lot of people listening in and he was afraid who was involved. He thOUght 
people had been planted and this and that. So once he started losing his 
friends one by one, I mean they really treated him shitty in there, they 
really come down on him pretty good. 
Give us an example. 
Like the kid I told you about, Jessie Smith, who has a lot of knowledge 
about the stuff I got, you know, he told him to shut his mouth or he was 
gonna beat him up, punch him. I mean I actually pushed Corey down one 
time after he got up from lunch. I pushed him down because he was 
laughing. I told him I was sick and tired of hearing this shit. I said dude it 
ain't funny. I mean he gets a kick about kicking that girl's jaw open. He 
thinks its funnier than hell. That she's still screaming, you know for her 
life while she was shot and then, I don't know if this is true, he said that 
the girl didn't die from the gun shot would she actually bled to death from 
the mouth. I don't know if that's true or not. He thought that was pretty 
hilarious that she wasn't dead when they dropped the body that she 
actually bled out he claims. 
Was she, was he laughing and giggling when he was telling you what 
really happened or was he only doing that when he was ... 
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Rollins Both times. The first time when he told me the false story, you know so 
nobody would hear what really happened, he just thought it was funny, 
every detail. And only the details that are gruesome, that are really 
sickening to the normal person. And then when he told the story about his 
defense he thought it was hilarious as hell because he thinks he's gonna get 
offbecause, you know for something that he did, because you guys don't 
have anything against him. He said the only thing that you guys got was 
that he was there and that's why he thinks he's getting such a short tenn. 
Verharen How long do you think that you had these conversations with him? I know 
you told us it was within, just getting to jail he was talking about it, 
bragging about it and then within 4 or 5 days he started confiding in you 
about what really happened. How long after that were you with him, how 
long was he telling you about what really happened? 
Rollins I'd say for, we were in there I'd say approximately, I was in the cell with 
him for approximately a month I'd say and the stories never stopped, but 
they were, what he was going to say about his defense were consistent and 
what he said really happened were consistent and I never did hear him tell 
again the story after he told me what really happened and how he was 
gonna get away with it, I never heard the original crap story again. I never 
heard him say, you know, Hiram did this, Hiram did that. 
Morgan So he never changed after the truth came out, the second story, that was 
always consistent... 
Rollins Consistent. 
Morgan .... that didn't change. All the details remained the same . 
Rollins Right. 
Verharen How many times do you think he repeated that story? 
Rollins After he started trusting me, telling the truth? 
Verharen Yeah. 
Rollins Oh geeze all the time cus he's hard timing it ok ... he's hard timing it over 
there so pretty much ... 
Verharen What's that mean? 
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Rollins He's getting nervous. He don't like being in jail so he's constantly 
thriving on getting out. He's thriving on that probation deal he thinks he's 
getting so he's always talking and asking well if they ain't got nothing on 
me and I stick to the story do you think they will let me out? I said dude I 
don't know. I haven't been in jail that much, so I don't know how it 
works, but I would say twice a day until I left. He was always talking about 
how he was getting off and then every time that attorney would come see 
him it got better and better. He got happy. Happy because he said they got 
no witnesses, nothing to go against him. He said all they got is that he was 
there. And then he told me once that they found none of his fingerprints 
on the gun. But then towards the end when we got transferred to a new 
cell he did say that there are fingerprints of his on the gun but that was 
because he was playing with it in the car. 
Morgan Did he talk about the bullets or the gun? Ifhe had any extra bullets or? 
Rollins Yes there were extra bullets and that's why the original story was Bubba 
told him to go get more bullets from the car and he didn't, but when the 
real story come out he told Hiram to go get more bullets and Hiram was 
crying, just standing there you know, in I guess you would say in awe, 
couldn't believe what happened, you know. 
Morgan Did he talk about when the bodies went over the hill what happened? 
Rollins That they took the bodies down, he claimed that Hiram was much larger 
than he was and Bubba was bigger than he was so they are the ones that 
took the bodies down over the hill because Corey said he couldn't pack em 
anyhow, but he didn't want any involvement in that. 
Morgan Did he say anything about them falling down or being knocked down? 
Dragging the bodies down? 
Rollins No they did not [Inaudible] 
[Break] 
Morgan Ok we're back on. 
Verharen Ron when was the first time that you talked to Terry Morgan? 
Rollins Urn, last Sunday. 
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Verharen Had you talked to a police officer at all about what Corey had been telling 
you in jail before then? 
Rollins No. 
Verharen Had you talked to anybody? 
Rollins No. Before I talked to Terry Morgan me and my bunkie would talk about 
how hideous it was, the stuff you know, he was going to be one to call with 
me when I called you guys and said I was going to try and contact someone 
awhile back so that facts would be out. I didn't want to see this kid walk. 
Verharen Who's your bunkie? 
Rollins Justin Smith. 
Verharen In terms of what Corey was telling you, you told us that why they did it, 
how they got the gun ... Did he tell you whether or not they had a plan as 
they were driving up to Dobson Pass? Did he tell you what their plan was 
on the way up? 
Rollins He told me there plan was to shoot Neil and Cindy to take the car and he 
told me several times that they had planned that at least a couple days, it 
couldn't have been longer than that. 
Verharen Did he tell you how they planned to have it actually happen? 
Rollins They didn't say how they were, you know like, had it planned out around 
the fire. They didn't say that's what they were gonna do, but there whole 
point of going up there was to kill Neil and Cindy. There whole point of 
I going up there was to do that and take the car and go on their road trip. 
Morgan Did he say if they talked about it afterward, after it happened as they were 
driving back down the hill to pick the others up? Did he say anything 
about that trip? 
Rollins No. He did say after it happened that he, it set into him what he had done 
and that he started planning from then on how he was maybe gonna tum 
himself in and try to dispose of the evidence on him, you know kind of like 
how he was going to plan his way out of this because he knew, I think it set 
in, that he knew you can't run from the law and it... He had told me he had 
been planning on how to get off of this ever since it happened. 
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Morgan Did he say anything about disposing of the cell phone or ifhe still had it? 
Rollins I know he went down over the hill to get the cell phone out of Neil's 
pocket, and, urn, he did not tell me what they did with the cell phone after 
that point, but when they got on the road that was the only cell phone they 
had, that had time on it and they wanted to go get it. That's how it kind of 
tells me that if Corey did help get the bodies down the hill how the hell 
would he know where they were to get the cell phone. 
Verharen Did he tell you why they didn't keep going on the road trip? 
Rollins He told me that they just, well from what I, actually it was because they 
run out of money and knew they couldn't make it any further is why they 
stopped and turned themselves in. From what I understand Bubba didn't 
tum himself in at the same time. 
Morgan Did he talk about after it happened did he, ifhe was fearful of Jon? 
Rollins No, urn, he never, I mean whenever he told me the story that he was going 
to use his defense that he was scared of Bubba he flat made it crystal clear 
that hell no he wasn't scared because they were the ones that planned it. 
Morgan Did it make no sense to you that if that was his defense that he would get 
in a car with Jon and travel for hundreds of miles? 
Rollins Yeah it made no sense to me. I mean if it was me and I was scared I would 
have took off on the mountain over the bank and nobody would have ever 
found me. Or anywhere, they stopped for gas, uh geeze where'd they stop 
for gas, I can't remember. They stopped for gas somewhere I remember 
him telling me and at that point I would have took off it I was scared for 
my life. I would have found an officer somewhere. So that didn't make no 
sense why ifhe was that scared of his life why he stayed with em. If that's 
the answer. 
Morgan But you never met Corey before this? 
Rollins No. 
Morgan Did you ever meet up with Jon Kienholz in the jailor before? 
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Rollins I seen Jon Kienholz in the jail several times, but never spoke with him. 
There was a gentlemen that did spend some time in there with Jon 
fCienholz himself 
Morgan Don't say his name. 
Rollins Hmm? 
Morgan Don't say his name. Don't tell us what that name is right now. So you 
never knew Jon Kienholz before jail? 
Rollins No. I know some Kienholzs that live up fCingston and I don't know if! 
ever come across him before. I don't know if it's the same Kienholz, but I 
don't recall every speaking to him in my life or seeing him. 
Morgan But when you got to be, how would your rate Corey's best friends in the 
jail cell at the time you were there? Do you think you were probably his 
best friend or did he have somebody else that he was closer to? 
Rollins I would say that I was really ... I would say that he considered me his only 
friend at the time even though I didn't look upon him as a friend, but you 
gotta, no matter how bad I hated the kid you gotta keep, you gotta behave 
and I didn't hate him Ijust, it's sickening what happened and just trying to 
push the blame on somebody else that's what really bothers me whenever 
he had that much involvement and .... I wouldn't say that he was closer to 
anybody in that jail cell up until I left. I don't know who he associated 
with then. But, uh, actually he must have thought we were good friends 
because after we got separated from cell to cell, they only let one pod at a 
time go to recreation to keep inmates away from each other, so one cell 
would go for an hour and then the next cell would go for an hour, well 
when Corey seen me go to recreation one day I heard him yelling through 
the door oh Ronnie's going to rec, can I go to rec with him, can I go to rec 
with him and they let him out to go to rec with me which is very very very 
strange. 
Morgan When he would come back from using the telephone would he ever discuss 
some of the conversations with you? 
Rollins Yes. One conversation was with his uncle, he says his uncle, I don't know 
if it was. Urn, in regards to he was going to be in deep shit because Hiram 
was gonna rat on him and he was all upset that day about that conversation. 
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Morgan How recent was that? 
RoIlins I would say that would be approximately a week before Christmas. 
Around that time frame. Every time he would come back from a 
conversation it was something different. Most ofthe time it was, uh, pretty 
good but a lot of times, if it was family conversations he was somebody 
was ratting on him or someone was telling on him so he was upset, but if it 
was his lawyer he would come back happy with less and less time every 
time. 
Morgan Did he ever show any remorse? 
Rollins Not one time. That's what sickened me. 
Morgan He never said that he was sorry they were dead or ... 
Rollins Nope . 
Morgan ... or wish it never happened? 
Rollins He pretty much says they're punks. He said that's why they shot em 
because they were punks and they, what was the word, uh geeze, he used 
the words describing them for not giving them the car .... 
Verharen In terms of the jail is it, I've never been in there, the cells are they two 
bunk cells? 
Rollins No its one big cell. If you have a pen I can show you ... this is what it looks 
like. Say this is the entire cell. The cell that Corey's in. Right here's a 
doorway. There's 8 bunks over here on this side. Here's a doorway. 
There's 8 bunks over here. The TV's here. The picnic tables here. And, 
wait there's another picnic table here where we eat. The toilets here. So 
we got access to the whole pod. Everybody does. There's just bars so you 
can see between each other and there's no doors just doorways 
Morgan So its like two separate bedrooms each one having 8 bunks and then you 
have a living area. 
"~" 
Rollins Yeah and I'd say the whole pod is from that wall to that wall long. 
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I'd say .... approximately a month I'd say. The D block where they moved 
us to there's a kid that had Mersis so he had to be quarantined. And then 
Bubba is right next door to his, to Corey's block and they would see each 
other every night when cleaning supplies would come. They would have 
to go out in the hallway, get their cleaning supplies, look at each other. I 
don't know what was said, but [Inaudible]. Now Bubba is down at the 
other end of the jail in [?] pod and there's kids in there talking to him, 
hollering through the hallways and talking through the toilet to him. You 
know you use the toilet as a phone there cus where Bubba is now is where 
the girls normally are and what they'll do is they'll plunge the toilet out 
and the girls would plunge their toilet out and they would talk just like you 
would through a phone its that clear believe it or not. 
What did he ever say about Jon? Does she like him? Dislike him? 
He never said anything bad about Jon. He thinks Jon's an angel for taking 
the rap for all the shit he's done, you know. He doesn't ever talk bad about 
Bubba. It seems that he likes him. I never seen him speak to him, but 
they're just trying to stay away, I'm not sure. 
I don't have any other questions. 
Do you have anything ... 
No, but if, uh, when I go home and look through my jail stuff! have some 
things written down if you don't mind me calling you if! have something 
else. 
When you're talking about a couple things written down what do you 
mean? 
Well I was thinking after I met with you there's some things, cus I just got 
out of bed, so my mind was blank and I thought I would write down a few 
things, just little notes to jar my memory about certain things that I heard 
because there were a couple places he had stopped before he went up the 
pass or up to kill the two people. A couple places to get some stuff, I 
don't know what it was. And also there was something about taking their 
blankets and their pillows to make it look like they were going camping 
and there was some things that they took preparing kind of for the road trip 
too. I'm not sure exactly. 
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Verharen So you'll give those notes to Terry? 
Rollins Yeah I'll get a hold of Terry in the next day or two. 
Verharen And we'll save this piece of paper here that has your drawing of the pod, it 
has ... 
Rollins Oh no problem. 
Verharen It has Bubba, Cindy, Neil, K-Mans name on it. 
Morgan And just to say, I don't think we covered this, when I came in on Sunday I 
just came in to and I hit you cold with this, I never met you before, didn't 
even give notification that I was coming in and you were in bed and, urn, 
my purpose of the visit was to see if you wanted to talk with me and I said 
we'd set something up for later. Set up something formal. 
Rollins I'm glad it happened that way, better that way. You guys know my 
credibility is more, ifI'd known you guys were coming for a couple weeks 
that person could have, you know, been trying to weasel there way out or. .. 
I knew a lot of the events and I couldn't have known unless I talked to 
Corey. 
Morgan Right. 
Rollins And I don't know, like I say, I don't know. 
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JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE 
The block checked below constitutes the Judgment and Sentence in the above 
matter(s), 
[ ] ORDER WITHHOLDING JUDGMENT 
r ] ORDER RETAINED JURISDICTION 
[>,f JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE 
On September 24th, 2009, before the Honorable Fred M. Gibler, District Judge, you, 
Corey Reid, personally appeared for sentencing. Also appearing were Val Siegel, Prosecuting 
Attorney for Shoshone County, Idaho and your lawyer, Erik Smith. 
WHEREUPON, the previously ordered presentence report having been filed, and the 
Court having ascertained that you have had an opportunity to read the presentence report and 
review it with your lawyer, and you having been given the opportunity to explain, concct or deny 
parts of the presentence report, and having done so, and you having been given the opportunity to 
m, ~e a r.''1tement and having done so, and recommendatio1' S ha\ :ng been made by counsel for 
the State and by your lawyer, and there being no legal reason given why judgment and sentence 
should not then be pronounced, the COUli did then pronounce its judgment and sentence as 
follows: 
!. JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE 
('OR Vi: ('Ob:O<)24!J9 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND IT IS THE JUDGMENT OF THIS COURT that 
you, Corey Reid" 
[J having been advised of and having waived your constitutional rights to a) trial by jury; b) 
remain silent; and c) confront witnesses, and thereafter having pled guilty to 
J<J having been found gui lty by a j ury of the criminal offenses charged in the Infom1ation on 
file herein as follows: 
Count 1 - Aiding and Abetting Murder, Counts One and Two 
Idaho Code §18-4001, 18-4003(a), 18-204, a Felony 
THAT YOU, COREY REID, ARE GUILTY OF THE CRIMES SO CHARGED, 
and now, therefore, 
[ ] IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that, pursuant to I.e. § 19-2513, you, Corey Reid, are 
sentenced as follows: 
indetem1inate; for a total tenn not to exceed __ I _ 
Concurrent [ 1 Consecutive 
RSA T Program Recommended 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that YOLl, Corey Reid, shall be given credit for 
time served on the above sentence(s) as follows: 
CR-F-2008-2473 / --'----'--_ days 
[J IT IS FURTHER ORD~~EDthat, the COUli shall retain jurisdiction for one hundred 
eighty (180) days purSU<l:1)H6fe. § 19-2601. Defendant shall be transported to Shoshone 
~f·--" 
County upon completion of retained jurisdiction. 
I><l IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Corey Reid shall be committed to the custody of the 
Idaho State Board of Correction on date of the sentencing hearing. 
[1 IT IS FURTHER 9RDliRED that, pursuant to I.e. § 19-2601, Judgment and Sentence 
shall be withheld fOl~:(p;;iod of __ years. 
[1 IT IS FURTHER ORl)ERED that execution of the above sentence be suspended. 
~,~<"" • .-~ 
[J IT IS FURTHER ORDEB.,EJfthat, you are placed on supervised probation for a period 
of __ ~_ years upon the t~nt1s and conditions identified and set forth on the attached Schedule of 
@(/ •• < 
2 . .JlfDGMENT AND SENTI~NCE 
CORYE (,()ks I)') 24 I)f) 
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Probation Terms and Conditions. 
I·>t- That you shall pay court costs and fefs $125.50; Drug related cases $165.50; $170.50 
for felony DUI or $300.00 for sex crimes on ";achcount or charge as follows: 
[] That you shall pay additional costs, fees, restitution and reimbursements as follows: 
g. CS Work Comp 
h. CS Fee 
i. Reimburse defense costs 
j. Reimburse prosecution costs 





[] IT IS FURTHER ORDERED purs~.;ul(to I.e. § 19-5302 that the court shall reserve 
,,-"" 
jurisdiction to determine the amount o.flestitution you shall pay your victim(s) in this matter. 
The amount shall be detemlineg.Ji'om time to time by stipulation or upon notice and hearing. 
Thereafter, a separate civiJ:itidgment shall be entered against you, Corey Reid, and in favor of 
your victims. Such sJ.vli judgment shall bear statutory interest from the date of each offense. 
Payment of restitufion is a congitioll of probation. 
r ] IT IS FURTHER6RDERED that any bail posted in this matter shall be exonerated, 
"J
r 
provided that any deposit shall be applied pursuant to I.e. § 19-2923. 
[] That in the presence of your probatisn officer, you shall on a certified copy of this order 
and the attached Schedule of ProbatiQlyTen11S and Conditions endorse your receipt of a copy of 
/~ 
this order and shall have initiaJed"your acceptance, agreement, and consent to each of the terms 
//" 
and conditions contain.e.o.rihthis order and attachment. Your probation officer shall retUl11 to the 
court the celiified ~.0py that contains your endorsement. 
NOTICE OF RIGHT TO APPEAL 
__ Defelld1ut agrees to waive his/her right to appeal as to conviction and sentence. 
YOU, Corey Reid, ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that you have the right to appeal this 
order to the Idaho Supreme Court. Any notice of appeal must be filed within forty-two (42) 
days of the entry of the written order ill this matter. 
J. ,HJDG;\1ENT AND SI<~NTENCE 
CORYI' CClks092409 
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YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that if you are unable to pay the costs of an 
appeal, you have the right to apply for leave to appeal in forma pauperis or to apply or to 
apply for the appointment of counsel at public expense. If you have questions concerning 
your right to appeal, you should consult your present lawyer. 
DATED this day of September, 2009. 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the .". Ii day of September, 2009, copies of the foregoing Order 
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Supreme Court Docket No. ___ ~ 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, THEIR 
ATTORNEY, VAL SIEGEL, SHOSHONE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant appeals against the above-named 
respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Judgment and Sentence 
entered in the above-entitled action on the 24th day of September, 2009, the 
Honorable Fred Gibler presiding. 
~OTlCE OF APPEP,L - Page 1 
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2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under and pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rule (I.A.R.) 11(c)(1-10). 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, which the appellant then 
intends to assert in the appeal, provided any such list of issues on appeal shall 
not prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal, is/are: 
a Did the district court err in failing to grant the appellant's motion to 
suppress evidence? 
b. Did the district court err in failing to grant the appellant's motion to 
acquitt? 
c. Did the district court err in its sentencing? 
4. There is a portion of the record that is sealed. That portion of the record 
that is sealed is the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report (PSI). 
5. Reporter's Transcript. The appellant requests the preparation of the 
entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in I.A.R. 25(c). The appellant 
also requests the preparation of the additional portions of the reporter's 
tra nscript: 
a. Motion for Order for Investigative Funds, Co-Counsel, Motion to 
Compel, and Motion for Preparation of Transcripts heard on 
February 9,2009; 
b. The State's Power Point Presentations and Clerk's Transcript for 
the Trial held on May 11 - 15, 2009, and the Pretrial Motions in 
Limine heard on April 20,2009, and May 5,2009; 
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c, Defendant's Motion for Judgment of Acquittal, heard in chambers 
on May 10, 2009; 
d. Motion to Suppress Evidence Hearing held on April 20, 2009, and 
May 5,2009. 
e. Jury Trial held May 11-15, 2009, to include the voir dire, opening 
statements, c[osing arguments, jury instruction conferences, 
reading of the jury instructions, any hearings regarding questions 
from the jury during deliberations, return of the verdict, and any 
polling of the jurors (Court Reporter: no estimation of pages was 
listed on the Register of Actions); 
f. Sentencing Hearing held on September 24, 2009 (Court Reporter: 
no estimation of pages was listed on the Register of Actions). 
6. Clerk's Record, The appef/ant requests the standard clerk's record 
pursuant to I.A.R. 28(b)(2). The appellant requests the following documents to 
be included in the clerk's record, in addition to those automatically included under 
I.A.R, 28(b)(2): 
a. The Search Warrant; 
b, The Warrant Return, including the Evidence Sheet, 
c, Any affidavits, objections, responses, briefs or memorandums, filed 
or lodged, by the state, appellant or the court in support of or in 
opposition to the Motion In Limine and Motion for Acquittal; 
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d. Any exhibits, including but not limited to letters or victim impact 
statements and other addendums to the PSI or other items offered 
at the sentencing hearing. 
7. I certify: 
a That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on the Court 
Reporter; 
b That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record because the appellant is indigent. (Idaho 
Code §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, LAR. 24(e)); 
c That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a 
criminal case (Idaho Code §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, I.A.R. 23(a)(8)); 
d That arrangements have been made with Shoshone County who 
will be responsible for paying for the reporter's transcript, as the 
client is indigent, LC. §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, I.A.R. 24(e); 
e That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to I.A. R 20. 
DATED this z,3 day of October, 2009. 
ERIK.P.~ 
Attorney for Defendant 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 4 390 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have thisd6 day of f2~, 2009, caused 
a true and correct copy of the attached NOTICE OF APPEAL to be placed in the 
United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
Val Siegel, Prosecutor 
700 Bank Street Ste 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Fax: (208) 753-8351 
Court Reporter 
KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 
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ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-2000 
Facsimile: (208) 765-9110 
ISBN: 5008 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COREY SKI! REID, 
) CASE NO. CRF08-2473 
) 





____ ~D~e~fe~n~d~a~n~t. ______________ ) 
Pursuant to Rule 35 of the Idaho Criminal Rules, the Defendant, COREY SKI! 
REID, hereby moves this Court for its order reducing the sentence imposed against the 
Defendant 
While the Defendant concedes that the Court's sentence was not illegal, nor 
illegally imposed, the Defendant asks the Court to reduce the sentence imposed 
against him because continued incarceration is not necessary to protect the public, to 
deter the Defendant or others from this or similar crimes, to rehabilitate the Defendant, 
or to punish the Defendant. 
Tflis Motion is made for the reason and upon the qrounds that the sentence 
would cause undue hardship, it would be in the best interest of justice that said 
sentence be amended, altered or reduced, and such other and further reasons to be 
provided at hearing on this Motion. 
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DATED this vJ day of October. 2009. 
Erik P. Smith~efendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that true and correct copies of the MOTION PURSUANT TO 
CRIMINAL RULE 35 were transmitted, October;Zt. 2009 by the following method, to: 
Val Siegel, Prosecutor 
700 Bank Street Ste 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Fax: (208) 753-8351 
Lora Henderson 
MOTION PURSUANT TO CRIMINAL RULE 35 
1 copy 
J Mailed 




ERIK P. SMITH. Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel (208) 667-2000 
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I,S.B.N.5008 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF 
IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V$, 
COREY SKI! REID, 
Defendant. 
) Case No. CRF-08-2473 
) 
) 
) MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 








COMES NOW the above-named Defendant, COREY REID, by and through his 
Court apPointed attorney, ERIK P. SMITH, and hereby moves this Court for its order 
pursuant to Idaho Code § 19-867, for its order appointing the State Appellate Public 
Defender's Office to represent the appellant in all further appellate proceedings and 
allowing current counsel for the defendant to withdraw as counsel of record. This 
motion is brought on the grounds and for the reasons that the appellant is currently 
represented by Shoshone County Public Defender's Office; the State Appellate Public 
Defender is authorized by Idaho Code § 19-870 to represent the defendant in all felony 
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appellate proceedings; the defendant has been found indigent; and it is in the interest of 
justice for them to do so in this case. 
The appointment of the State Appellate Public Defender is for the purposes of 
the appeal only. 
DATED this day of r/&( 2---"} '2009'~ 
Erik P. Smith 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this .~ day of £) (., + &009, caused a true 
and correct copy of the attached MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER to be placed in the United States mail, postage 
prepaid, addressed to: 
Val Siegel, Prosecutor 
700 Bank Street Ste 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Fax: (208) 753-8351 
Court Reporter 
KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 
P.O. BOX 83720 
BOISE, ID 83720-0010 
~+:t.::~-. 
Lora Henderson 
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In the Supreme Court of the S~~t~, 2f~~fllJo 
'" .,.'- ',-,'., 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plainti ff-Respondent, 
v. 











Supreme Court Docket No. 37107-2009 
Shoshone County District Court No. 
2008-2473 
Ref. No. 09S-569 
A COURT REPORTER'S MOTION FOR TIME TO FILE A TRANSCRIPT ESTIMATED 
TO BE OVER 500 PAGES was filed with this Court on November 12, 2009, by Court Reporter 
Byrl Cinnamon, requesting an extension of time of another sixty (60) days, in addition to the sixty-
three (63) days previously granted for a 500 page transcript, to prepare and lodge the transcript due 
in the above entitled appeal. Therefore, good cause appearing; 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the COURT REPORTER'S MOTION FOR TIME TO 
FILE A TRANSCRIPT ESTIMATED TO BE OVER 500 PAGES be, and hereby is, GRANTED 
and Court Repolier ByrJ Cinnamon SHALL BE ALLOWED AN ADDITIONAL SIXTY (60) 
DA YS FROM THE DATE OF THIS ORDER to prepare and lodge with the district court the 
transcript due in the above entitled appeal. 
'. .'['-
DATED this I J" day of November 2009. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Court Reporter Byrl Cinnamon 
Trial Court Administrator Karlene Behringer 
District Judge Fred M. Gibler 
By Order of the Supreme Court 
TO: Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0101 
DOCKET NO. 37107 - 2009 
( 




( Corey Skii Reid 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on February 8, 2010, I lodged 
a transcript of 793 pages in length for the above-referenced 
appeal with the District Court Clerk of the County of Shoshone 
in the First Judicial District. I have lodged all assigned 
appellate transcript(s) requested in the Notice of Appeal. 
2/9/09, Motion hearing 
4/20/09, Motion hearing 
5/5109, Motion hearing 
5/11/09, Jury trial (complete) 
9/24/09, Sentencing 
(There was no hearing on 5/10109, as requested in the notice of 
appeal. 5/10109 was a Sunday.) 
" '0/: ,4 ' 
I 1!f;J , I /(, . ! v /1: tP l./ jc.AA/./vi,"IA/v'A"! 
---- ---------------~---------
j Byrl Ci nnamon 
February 8, 2009 
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ERIK P. SMITH, Attorney at Law 
ERIK P. SMITH, P.C. 
607 Lakeside Avenue 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83814 
Tel (208) 667-2000 
Fax (208) 765-9110 
I.S.B.N. 500B 
Shoshone County Public Defender 
, , 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF 
IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
COREY SKI! REID, 
Defendant. 
) Case No. CRF-OB-2473 
) 
) 
) ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 








BASED on the Defendant/Appellant's Motion for Appointment of State Appellate 
Public Defender, the pleadings and records on file herein, and good cause appearing, 
now, therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a State Appellate Public Defender shall be 
appointed to represent the appel/ant in all furttler appellate proceedings, and Erik P. 
MOT10N FOR APPOINTMFNT OF STATE APPEL~~(§"~/UBLIC DEFENDER Page 1 
J , 
DATED this/day of----:-____ •• 2010. 
Ffederick M. Gibler, District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this lC, 1'day of:lcl;.> ,:}009, caused a true 
and correct copy of the attached ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER to be placed in the United States mail, postage 
prepaid, addressed to: 
Erik P. Smith 
Attorney at Law 
607 Lakeside Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
Fax: 208/765-9110 
Val Siegel, Prosecutor 
700 Bank street Ste 200 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Fax: (208) 753-8351 
KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 






MOTION FOI{ APPOINTMENT STATE f\PPEL9'~U[JLlC OEr;:E::NDER Page 2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 











SUPREME COURT NO. 37107-2009 
DISTRICT COURT NO. CR-2008-2473 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I, PEGGY WHITE, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Shoshone, do hereby certify that the foregoing Record in this cause 
was compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, correct and complete Record of the 
pleadings and documents required by Appellate Rule 28, as well as those additionally requested in 
the Notice of Appeal. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY that the Court Reporter's Transcript will be duly lodged with the 
Clerk of the Supreme Court along with the Clerk's Record (which consists of two volumes) in the 
above entitled cause of action. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY that all of the exhibits described in the Clerk's Certificate of 
Exhibits will be duly lodged with the Clerk otthe Supreme Court along with the Court Reporter's 
Transcript and the Clerk's Record (two volumes) in the above entitled cause of action. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said court at 
Wallace, Idaho this 17th day of March, 2010. 
PEGGY WHITE, Clerk District Court 
Deputy 
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